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Official transcript of th International 
Military Tribunal in the matter of the 
United States of America, the French Ree 
public, the United Kingdom of Great 
Britain and Northern Ireland, and the 
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, 
against Hermann Wilhelm Goering et al, 
Defendants, sitting at Nurnberg, Germany, 
on 9 May 194,6, 1000-1300, Lord Justice 
Lawrence, presiding e 

KARL DOENITZ =- Resumed 

DIRECT EXAMINATION =- Continued 

DRe KRANZBUEHLER: With the permission of the Tribunal, I will continue 
my examination of the witness. 
BY DR. KRANZBUEHLER: 

Q Grand admiral, how many ships, during the course of the war, 
were sunk by German U-boats? 

4 according to the Allied figures, 2,472. 

Q How many combat actions, according to your estimate, were 
necessary to do this? 

h I believe the torpedoed ships are not included in this figure of 
2,472; and, of course, each attack did mt lead to successe I would estimate 
that in these five and a half years perhaps five to six thousand fights 
actually took place, 

Q In these combats, did any of the U-boat commanders, who were 
Subordinate to you, give voice to any objections about the manner in which 
the Ueboats actel, according to instructions? 

4 No, nevere 

Q What would you have done with a commanier whe refused to carry 
out your instructions so far as Ueboat warfare was concerned? 

A First of all, I would have had hin investigated, if the situation 
had been normals I would have put him before a courtemrtial. 

Q You could only have done that with a clear conscience if you your- 
self assumed the full responsibility for those orders which you cither 


issued or which you transmitted? 


A Naturally, I assumed thate 
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Q In battle engagements of ‘“=boats, no doubt crews cf merchant 
ships lost their lives, Did you cc sidor crews of foreign merchantmcn 
as soldiers or as civilians, and for wht renaons? 

Germany considered the crews of morchantmen as combatants, because 
they fought with weapons which had >cen put aboard the merchant ships. Of 
course, matters were such that, according to our knowledge, cne or two 
soldiers of the Royal Navy wer. on board for the servicing or use of these 
armSe That is, the servicing of these munitions was taken from the rest 
of the crewe 

Q and what kind of armament was that? 

That varied according to the size of the weapons It might have 
between five and ten. Then, wunitions hampers were also included. The 
aopliec to the servicing of depth bomb charges and their tubes. 

The members of the crew cid, infact, figure with the warpons, 
as did the few soldiers who wre present on board, and it was natural, 

ourse, that the crew was consi’cred as a unit. For instance, when we 
have a battleship we cannot cistinguish between the man wh is at the 
m.chine dom in the boiler room an the man wh servicos the gun up on decke 
Q This opinion that th: members of the crews :f hostile merchant 
ships were combatants ==- did that have any influence on the question of 
whether they were to be rescued or could be rescued? Or didn't it have 
my influence? 

No, in no waye As a mattor cf course, each soldier had a right to 
be rescued if circumstances permit’<de This fact did have an influence upon 
the rights of the crews to be atta 

Q Do you wish to say that t.sy wuld fight as long as they were cn 
board the ship? 

Yes, nothing else was to be considered, That is, actual fighting 
with weapons, which were used for t. e attack against the shipe 

Q You know that the prosecution has submitted a cocument about a 
Ciscussicn between Adolf Hitler anc the Japanese Ambassador, Oshima. This 
discussion took place on the 3rd of Janusry, 1942, It is document GB-197, 


at page 34 of the document book of the prosecution. In this document Hitler 
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promises the Japanese /mbassador that he will issue an order for the killing 


of those shipwrecked. The prosecution concludes from this cocument that 


Hitler actually gave such an order md that this order was carried oute 
Did you, directly or through the Naval War Command, SKL, receive 

an order of this type? 

h 4s far as this discussion is concerned, and this order, I heard 
about it through the submissicn of the record. 

Q Grand Admiral, may I please ask you to answer my question? Did 
you receive a written order like that? 

da No, I neither received a written nor an cral orders I cid not 
know anything about this discussion at all, but I learned about this cise 
assion through this picce of paper which was submitted to me herce 

Q When cid you see Hitler for the first time after the date of 


this discussion, that is, January 1942? 
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A Together with Grand dmiral Raeder on the lth of ay 1942 I arrived 

at headquarters and told hii about the situation in the U-boat warfare. 
About this discussion with the Fuehrer we are in possession of a note 

and I would like to show you this note. It is Doenitz 16, to be found on page 29 
of the Document Book 1, 

Dit. KRANZBUEHLER: I would like to submit this document as Doenitz Exhi- 
bit 16, 
BY DR. KRANZBUEHLER: 

Q I will read to you.:The headin: reads: 

" Report of Commander in Chief of Submarines befors the Fuehrer on 1) May 
1942 in presence of Supreme commander of Navy," T is Grand Adwiral Raeder, 

" Therefore it is necessary to improve the wea ons of the submarines by all 
possible means, so that the submarines may resis! © most important development 
to that subject is ths torpedo with Pangepistol, which will increase precision of 
torpedoes shot against destroyers and thorefore will put the 
position with regard sctense, and will in the first place 

Speed of sinking of torpodoed ships, That way we econori 
protect the submarine from the cense, as it may loave 
quicker," 
and now, the decisive sent 
"A rangepistol will also have the creat advantage that the crow will not be 


` 


able to rescue themselves on account the quick sinking of the torpedoed shipe 
This greater loss of crows will no doubt causo difficulties for the assicnnont of 
crews for the great Amcrican construction proy-ran,'! 

Does this last sentence which I read mean that which you just mentioned? 

riSSIDENT: You seem to attach importance to this 
you should not ut a leading Question upon it. You should as! 
the document means, and not put your meaning on it, 
BY DR. KRANZBUSHLER: 
Q “rand admiral, what were these espositions to mean? 
They wers to mean that as a rosult Í the discussion at the Fuchror's 


headquarters it was to be of value to us to arrive at a reasonable magnetic dotonas 


tor so that a more rapid sinking of tho Ships would result, so that in that Way we 
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would have those results which this roport in the War Diary shows, 


Q Can you tell me what success, as far as the crew is concerned, you 


in this connection? 

A I mean that not as horctofore several torpedoes would be required, 
in a long and maintaincd attack a ship would be sunk that way, but now 
cne torpedoe would be required or vory few, and through that, a more quic 
of the ship and of the crew would be brought about, 

In the cours: of this discussion with the Fuchrer wa 
broached whether other means might be possible to 
the cr-ws? 

Yes. In that way. 

And by whon? 

The Fuchrer broached this question that in the licht of experience 

percentage of the crews because of the excellence of the rescue means 
=- 4 large porcentage of these crews were returning home and would be used 
crews on new ships; and he asked whether against these rescue ships there 
might not be some action takene 
Q What do you mean by "vorzohon" (action taken)? 

In this discussion, discussion at which Grand admiral :tacder parti- 
cipated, I rejected it very uncquivocally and declare’ and explained that the 
only possibility to bring about more lossoss among the crews could be broucht 
in such 2 way that already at the attack throuzh the intensificd use of woa- 
pons, & more quick sinking of the ship would result. Therefore this ro»ort in 
my War Diary. I believe, because I received knowledge here throuch the Prose- 

the discussion between the Fuchrer and Oschina, that this question 
by tho Puchrer to Admiral Raeder and liyself was caused throuch this discussior 
this discussion which he had at that time with Oschina, 

Q About this discussion, there is an affidavit by Admiral Raeder, You 

know the contents, Are the contents in line with your memory of this discussic 
tos, Completely. 

DR. KiuNZBUEHLER: Then I would like to submit to the Tribunal as Doonit:z 

17 tho affidavit of Grand Admiral taeders since it has the same content, I ma: 


dispense with the reading of it. 
9245 





| i 


9=May=li-NG—2=3 


SIR DAVID MAXWELL-=FYFE: i going to say in case it might help the 
Tribunal, I understand the defendant Raeder will be going into tho witness 
box; therefore, I make no formal objection to this affidavit going in, 

THE PRESIDENT: Very well, 

Di. KiuNZBUEHLER: It has the Number Doonitz 17 and is found on page 33 
of the Document Book l., 

BY Dit. Ki. NZBUEHLER: 

Q Now, you just said that you rejected the suggested killin; of survie 
vors in life-boats and told this to the Fuchrer .The prosecution has 
two documents, one an order from tho Winter of 1939 to 1940, and a second or- 


3 


der going to the Autumn of 1942, in which you limited and prohibited rescue 
measures, Isn't thero a contradiction present in the orde and in your atti- 


tude as far as the proposal of the Fuchror is conesrned? 


A No, These two thinzs ar. ù connected with each other in any way 


at all, You aro to distinguish very sharply hore between the question of ros- 
cue or nonerescuc, and that is a question 
war thero nay be the necessity to rescue, Fo example, if y 

dange] 
it would not Berof value to the one who j Scing savci; and in no nation is 
any commander expected to rascue if his own Ship is thereby cndancored, 

The Pritish Navy is of tho opinion, and correctly so, and thoir position 
is unequivocal and very clear, that rescucis to be denicd, as is shown hrough 
their attitude and throuch their commands , 

Q That is one point, 

i only spoke about tho safı ‘f the ship as a reason not to conside 
rescue, of course. There ma 2 other reasons, such as it is clear that thro 
a war the mission is of first importance. No one will rescuc, for instance, 
after the subduing of one's opponent another opponent is presente Thon, as a 
matter of course, the combating of tic second yponent is more important than 
the rescuc of those who have lost thcir ship; and the other series of question 
concerns itself with the fighting of those shipwrecked, 
Q “rand Admiral, whom do you call shipwrecked? Who in your eyes is 


shipwrecked? 
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Q Mr Great Admiral, whom do you call shipwrecked? Who in your 
eyes is shipwrecked? 

A Shipwrecked persons are members of the crew who, after the 
sinking of their ship, are not able to fight any longer and are either 
in lifeboata or other rescue ships or who might be in the water. The 
combatting of these men is a question of Soldierly ethics and under any 
and all circumstances is to be avoided. This avoidance is in the German 
Navy and Usboat warfare. With the exception of the one case, Eck, acc- 
ording to my definite and certain opinion, it was never exceeded. Never 
was there any order given in this connection, no matter what the decree 
might have been. 

Q Now I will submit to you one of the decrees submitted by the 
Prosecution. It is your hinan War Order Number 15h. 

DR. KRANZBUEHLER: It is number GB 196 and in my bcok may be found 
on pages 13 to 15. 

Q I will have this order submitted to you, and I am asking 
you to turn to the last paragraph, which was read by the Prosecution, 
There it ecys, and I quote: 

"Do not rescue crew-members nor take them along, and do not bother 
about boats of ships. Weather conditions and proximity of land are of 
no consequence. Concern yourself only with the safety of your own boat 
and try to achieve additional successes as soon as possible. We must be 
hard in this war. The enemy started it in order to destroy us, and we 
have to act accordingly." 

The ARET E has stated that this order went out at your order 
before “ay 1945. Can you fix the date a little more exactly? 

A According to my recollection, this decree was issued by me at 
the end of November or the beginning of December 1939, and the reasons 
for my issuing the decree were as follows: 

I had only a handful of Ueboats at my disposal, In order, with this 
inadequate and snall number, to bring about any effects, I had to come 
right up to the English coast, practically into the ports, and it came 


about that the magnetic mine was a very valuable weapon in war, Therefore 
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I used these boats, equipped with mines and torpedoes, and, almost next 
to the ports, had them operate in waters close to the coaste We fought 
there in constant and close contact and under surveillance of shore 
patrols and air patrols. Each Ueboat which was sighted or reported 
there was fought by every possible means by U-boat fighting units on the 
sea and in the air. 

The U-boats themselves, almost without exception, had as their 
objectives of attack only ships which were protected. Therefore, it 
would have been suicide, in a position of that sort, the U-boat to surface 
and to rescue. 

As far as the commanders were concerned, they were all very young. 

I was the only one who had seen service in the first world war. I had 
to tell them in great detail and with urgency. It was hard for a young 
commander to judge a situation as well as I could. 

Q Did you have experience with the rescuing of ships? 

A Yese In the first month of the war, I had some very bitter 
experiences. I had very great losses on sea areas far removed from any 
coast, and very soon through the Geneva Red Cross I had information that 
many members of crews had been rescued. It was clear that these U-boats 
had been lost above the water, If they had been lost below the water, 
the survival of personnel would have been impossible. I also had reports, 
as far as the human side was concerned, that there had been rescues, 
but they had been militarily very difficult and dangerous for the U-boats 
SO NOW, as a maher of course, where I did not want to fight in a free 
area but in waters adjacent to the coast, I had to warn the U-boats about 
the great danger of suicide. 


Apart from that, and as a parallel, as a matter of course--and 


quite correctly--Inzglish U-boats in the Skagerrak and “ateggaat which 


were areas in which we dominated, the English had shown no concern for 
those who were shipwrecked, even though, without doubt, our defense was 
only a.fraction of the British. 

Q You say that that order applied to U-boats which were in the 


immediate presence of defensive measures. Can you show us from this 
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document whether that is actually true? 


A Yes, the entire order deals only with the presence of enemy 


Gefense, It says,for example, "After you are out of range, the best 
safety—utt 

Q Where are you reading, please? 

A First of all, we deal with advancing, not with the attack, 
The warning against fliers is there, and this warning about defenses is 
the sense in which we are concerned with the march, Otherwise, I would 
not have given an order about marching. In Number Two, ft deals with 
the time prior to the attack. Here we deal with the conquering of moral 
objections which every soldier has before an attack. 

Q Great Admiral, you need only refer to those figures which 
Show that we are concerned with the fighting against enemy defenses, 

A Then I will quote from 2(d). It says, "The protection== 
that is, the destroyerse=-may not have depth charges. Should one fire 
into a convoy from close quarters and then be compelled to submerge, 
one could always lose oneself among other Ships of the convoy and thus 


remain sage from depth charges," 
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Then the next paragraph which deals with night conditions: 
It says: "Stay above surface", and in staying above surface it perhaps 


goes in back of the ship, and everysailor knows that you shuld goaround the 


back; and, further, in the third paragraph, I am againremaining above water for 


a blind to the U-boat, and I say: 
"One cannot determine where the hole is in order toescape the enemy, and 


there might be new attacks." 


Then the figure C E, and that isg C, and there i$ says: 

"Should itbecome necessary during an attack on a convoy, because of being 
sighted by fliers, it isnecessary to submerge to a depth of 20 meters, because 
of danger of being sighted or rammed." 

We are talking ab-ut a convey. Now, we turn to point "D", and here it 
Says! 

"Should itbecome necessary to submerge to depth, because for example, the 
destroyer was proceeding directly toward the periscope, I believe in all 
instances he would then turn directions, and how one is to do and act under 
depth and attack, and the entire document =- 

THE PRESIDANT: I don't think it is necessary to go into all of these 
military tactics. He has made a point on paragraph "E". He has given his 
explanation of that paragraph, and I don't think it is necessary to go into all 
of these o her tactics. 

THE WITNESS: Yes, I have concluded, Mre President. I want tosay only 
the last paragraph brut the non-rescue is not to be considered alone, and as 
such it has to ba vhanged, first of all in this light; The U-b@at in the 
presence cf enemy detanss nud to be fighiing near the Fnglish coast and in 
English ports, snd secondly, the objectives were ships in convoys, or 
protected ship: as 1e shown from the document and I say very clearly. 

Q Youssil that this order was given perhaps in December, 1939. Now 
after the issuance of ihis ovder did the German U-boats actually continue 
rescues? 

A I said that thiu order was issued for this purpese during these 
winter months. The U-boets, and according to my memory after the Norway 
enterprise, went out into the Atlantic, and to these U-hats the general order 
of rescue applies, which was only limited in this way; In that it was said 
not to rescue if the secuutity or safety of your cwn ships did not permit it, 


and in this sense I would like to show the U-boats acted. 
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A, You wish to say then that ycu had repcrts from Commanders about 
rescue measures? 

á Yes, TOERE reports, first of all, a report after the return, 


and then through the war diary. 


Q When was this order which we have just discussed, when was it 


rescinded, that is, formally rescinded? 

A Te myknowledge this order was captured byEngland on June 13, and in 
very shallow waters in the downs near the muth of the Thames. It had been 
destroyed thr ugh depth charges, anc for this boat inMay,1940, this order 
still applied. Then in the year 1940, affer the Norway Campaign, the center 
of gravity in this direction was again placed in the cpen waters of the 
Atlantic, and for this beat this decrze would not apply as to the facts of 
the rescue measures which I have jus. explained also. 

Then this order was rescinded completely by me for it contained and was 
the first tool as to how U-bcats wera to act toward a convoy, and then later 
it was not necessary to give instructicns like that, for then the U-boat 
Commanders knew what they had to do and in my memory, at the latest, in 
November, 1940, the order was completely stricken. 

Q Mr. Great Admiral, I have tae table of contents of the Standing War 
Decree before me, dealing with the year 1942, and that may be found on page 16 


of the dodument, and so I will hand it to you, and I wish to submit it as 


Deenitz Noe 11. In this table of contents the number 154 deals with the 
order which I have just menticned. This number is empty. Ices itmean that 
this order did not a ply any more? 

A Yes, it had not been present for a long time. 

Q When were the standing orders for the year 1942 ut together? 

A In the course of the year 1942. 

Q Did you, by the reports of Commanders about rescue measures, did 
you object to these measures? Did you criticize or prohibit them? 

A Wo, onthe whole as a rule, no, only if subsequently myfear was toc 
ereate If, for example, I had a report from a Commander to the effect that 
perhaps through hesitating too long with life bcats, and perhaps a call had 
been made to the escorts for assistrice and that he had been attacked by 


depth charges and had been damaged. That is something which would not have 


happened if he had left the scene of action. Then naturally I pointed out the 
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things he had done militarily wrong in this connection, and I am of the 
opinion that I lost ships through rescue, Of course, I cannot prove that 
because the boats are gone, but with the complete mentality of the mind 

of the Commander, it is entirely natural, and every sailor is of the 

opinion that rescue is the noblest and most honorary thing he can do, and he 
knows that from the days of peace, and Ibelieve there was no officer in the 
Navy, and I believe it is truecf all the other nations in peace, who would 
not consider the medal ofrescue as the highest decoration he coulda have, and 
as a tasic principle it is dangerous not to shift your position in war so that 


the secu ity or safaty of your own ship is first, and that war is a serious 
thing. 


Q In what years did the practice you have just described remain, that 
is, that U-boats would not rescue when it was dangerous? 


4& 1940, in the year 1939 everything went according to plan,and at the 
end of 1939 boats were still operating, and then the different operations 


of 1940 which I have mentioned, and decree 154 applies during the Norway 
Campaign, and then it went also into the spring of1940, and this order of 
rescue or non-rescue, if your ship was endangered, was for the years 1940, 
1941 andl942, 

% Was this decree in writing? 

A Wo, it was not necessary, but the general order about rescue was a 
matter of course, and not only at the beginning of the war it was contained 
in certain orders of the Naval WarfareCommand, and bythe limitation of non- 
rescue, if the safety of your ship was at stake, that is taken for granted 
in every navy, and this was something I wasalways concerned with as I have 
stated. 

Q@ In June of 1942, there was an order about the rescue ofCaptains, 
and this is your Number, Doenitg No. 22, Ibeg your pardon ~- It isDoenits 
No. 23, and is found on page 45 of the Document Book I. I will have this 


document submitted to yu, 
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"According to instructions received from Naval War Command, 
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submarines receive the order from Fe Oe U-boats to take on bozrd captains 
with their papers cf ships sunk, if it is possible without endangering the 


boab or without impairing the fighting capacity." 


How did this orcer come about? I cid not quite umerstnac, 
/ 


What were the antecedents? 

Here we are concerned with an order cf the naval war comman? that 
captains are to be taken prisoncr and that means to take then home, which, 
of course, is something different again from the matter -f rescuce The 
naval war command <= and rightly =-= ws of the opinicn that if we could not 
cause or bring about a high percentage, say 80 to 90 percent, cf the crews 
of the sunk merchant-mem home, to which rescue orders we gave cur support, 
which cf course w2s taken for granted, then at least it is important tha 
we have the mst important and significant parts <f the crews, that is, 
the captains -- have them taken away from ur enemy for reassignment. That 
is why the decrece to take the captains from their lifebcats and to take 
them along on the U=Boats as prisoners was issued. 

Q Did this decree exist in this cr another ferm until the end of the 
war i 

Yes, it was incorporated into the Standing srcers of the Naval 

War Commande 
Q Was it carried through until the end of the war and if sc with 
what results? © 

Yes, accorcing tc my recollection, now and then in the last few 
years of the war it was maintained. But in gencral the result of this order 
was very slighte I personally con romember only a few casese Put through 
letters which I reecived from my commanders, and which I have read, 
that there wore a few mre enses than I at first believed, altogetherper- 
haps ten or twelve cases at the most. 

Q T: what dc you attribute the fact that despite this express crder 
just a fow captains that were taken priscner? How di you account for that? 

The chief reason, without doubt, was this: That the mass of the 


Ueboats attacked enemy convoys, as the convoy system of the enemy was perfected 
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few cases, for reasons of safety of the ship, there wasn't always an 
approach to thelifeboats; it wasn't always possible to pick up such a 
captaine And thirdly, I believe that the commanders of the UsBonts objected, 
and I believe correctlye They did not want to have a captain on board as 
lcng as all that. In any event, I know that the ccmnancers were n t happy 
about this creer in any respecte 
Q Mire Grand dmiral, now I shall turn to a cocument which is really 

to be termed tle nucleus of the accusation against yue It is Document GB-99, 
page 36 -f the British Document Bock. It is your wireless message vof the 
17th of September, ab ut which the Prosecution asserts it to be a Cecrce as 
to the destruction -f those shipwreckeds It is of such importance that I 
wish to read this order to youe It is aceressed to all commancing £ ficers: 

"le Nc attempt -f any kind must be mace at rescuing members of 
ships sunk and this incluces picking up persons in the water and putting them 
in lifeboats, righting capsized lifeboats and hancing over ford and water. 
Rescue runs counter tc the rudimentary demands of warfare for the destruction 
of enemy ships and crewSe 

"2. Oreers for bringing in captains anc chief engineers still 
apply. 

"3e Rescue the shipwrecked only if their statements will be -f 
importance for yur bcate 

"he Be harsh, having in mind that the enemy takes n> regard of 
wenen cr chilcren in his bombing attacks -n German citics." 

Please describe to the Tribuml tho antecedents of this order, which 
is decisivo for the intenticns connected with ite Describe first of all 
the military positi n in general, the situati.n cut f£ which it arose. 

fs In September ¿f 192 the great bulk -f the German UeBoats f uzht 

Conv-ySe In the North Atlantic the contre of gravity in the use of U-Boats 
for theprotecticn of convoys operated between ‘England and Americas In the 
Same way, the U-Boats which fought in the North Sea also attackca convoys. 


There was nothing else. The sane thing applied to the Mediterraincane There 


also the object .f our fight was the convoye Beyond that, a part of the 


Scats were used to merate directly to Lmerican ports, like New York and other 
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portse 

4, small number cf U-Boats fought in the war, open areas of the 
mi‘cle or South atlantic, and the critericn was that everywhere and in in- 
creasingly large numbers the surveillance by the american air force was taking 
place. There was a patrollinge And that was the point which caused me great 
concern, for as a mtter of course, the airplahe is the mst dangerous threat 
to the U-Boat, especially because of its speed. Ane that was not a matter 
cf ficti n on my parte For since the beginning of the summer of 1942 =- that 
is, a few mnths before September, before the decree was issued -- the losses 
of cur U-Boats through air attacks was tremendous and they arose more than 
300 per cente 

Q Mre Granc Admiral, for clerificaticn cf this point, I am giving 

& “Lagran to yu, a ĉiagram which I would like to submit to the High Tribunal 
as Doenitz 99. Will you show us the curve cf losses, using the diagram? 

It is very clear that this diagram sh wing the losses of U-Boats 
corroborates the statements which I have just mace. One can see that up 
until June of 1942 U-Boats losses were kejt within reasonable limits anc 


that suc'enly in July, 1942, that came abcut which I hove just cescribede 


If the losses up to now per month, as the diagram shows, changed to h, 5, 3, 


h, or 2 U-Boats, sc in July per month the l-sses jumped ten, cleven, 8, 13, 
ihe ind the two winter months follow, which were used for sverhauling cf 
ships, and the tendency cf losses is not concerned with this preblem here, 

Devel: pments caused me the greatest concern and brought bout a 
number ¿f crders to the commanters as to how they werc to act while they were 
on the surface, and thmt is wherethe losses came ab ut, because the airplane 
could sight them, that they were to limit their surface activitics as much as 
possiblee inc I was als» giving our memorancums to the SKL -- 

Q What was that, in July, 1942? 

Yese SKL is Navy War Cormande 

There, at the pinnacle cf my success, I painted a picture cf the 
future, that air powcr might stifle us some day and force us into the water. 

Despite these huge successes which I still had at that time, my 
fears for the future were great, and that that is nt imagination cn my part 
is sh wn by the l sses which ensuede After the submarines left their dock; 


that is, about February, 194l, therc was a loss of 18 boats. In March, 


there were 15; in April, lhe And then the l-sses jumpe’ to 38e 
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The airplane and surveillance through airplanes and the armament of 
planes through Radar =- which in gy opinion, next to the atom bomb, is the 
most decisive war winning invention of this war, an invention by the 
AngloeAmericans =-=- these brought about the collapse of the U-boat warfare, 
This forced me into the water for I could not maintain my position on the 
surface. Not only was I put out of position when the airplane saw me but 
it was already many miles, up to sixty sea miles beyond there, beyond 
range or sight. Through this Radar apparatus, this development, and the 
necessity to remain submerged during the day as well as the night == of 
course this was an impossibility with the old Ueboats; at least for 
recharging of their motors they had to surface -= this development forced me, 
therefore, as far as the old -boats were concerned, to have them fitted with 
the soecalled "Schnorchel",. This was an entirely new U-boat weapon which 
made it possible for them to stay in the water and they could travel from 
Germany to Japan without surfacing at alle You can Sce, therefore, that I 
was in a very dangerous Situation, a situation which was dangerous and which 


was increasing, 


Q Mr. Grand admiral, in order to characterize the situation I would 


like to confront you with your War Diary of this time. This will have the 


number Doenitz 18, found on Page 52, Volume 1, I am confronting you with the 


entries from the 2nd until time 14th of September by showing just the contents. 


Page 32. On the 2nd of September: U 256 Surprised and bombed by aircrafts 


unfit for sailing and diving; on the 3rd of September: Aircraft sights 


Usboats; on the 4th of September: U 756 did not report, must be presumed lost: 


on the 5th of September: Aircraft sights U-boat; on the 6th of September: 


U 705 probably lost through enemy aircraft attack= 7th of September: U 130 


bombed by Boeing Bomber; 8th of September: U 202 on trip through Biscay 


bombed by aircraft; 9th of September == 


THE PRESIDENT: Dr, Kranzbuchler, the defendant has already tok. us of 


the losses and of the reason for the losses, What is the good of giving us 


details of the fact that U-boats wore fighting aircraft? 


DR. KRANZBUEHLER: I wanted to show therewith, Mr, President, that the 


testimony of Admiral Doenitz is confirmed through his entries in his diary at 
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But if tho Tribunal is not 
5 i > 2 =, ; 
THE PRES IDEN We con read ite Anyhow, if you just draw our attention 


fs 


g TT, x Å A , ape 
the document we will read ite We don't need you to read tho details 


KRANZBUBHLER* Yes, Mre residente Very well. 
| TNESS: That is a typical and characteristic entry in my war 
diary just in those days before the issuance of my decree; but I wanted 
to say the following as well : The aircraft was so very dangeroys and 
ially for psychological reasons. Why, perhaps in just one moment the 
ander of the U-boat considered his situation as perfectly clear if the 
next moment, when the aircraft is in 
already hopclosse in at happened not only to 
young commanders but to old emoric.:ced commanders who reme:bered tho good 
old dayse Porhaps I may, but briefly, describe this with an example. 
å Ueboat needs one minute, practically one minute, for the crew to come 
in through the hatch to submerge, An airplane flies on the average in one 
ix thousand meters. The U-boat, thorefore, must, in order to be 
able to submerge at all == so that it will not be attacked whilo it is still 
on the surface <= - U-boat n si the aircraft from a distance of 
chousand meters a ast t that is not sufficient, for if the Uebont 
submerged it still has not reached its safety depth. The U-boat, there- 
fore, must see the airplane before that and almost at the limit of 
perspicasitye Therofore, =-=- and this is tho condition so that you might 
h success == the U-boat is in a matter of cco nstant alertness amd 
a state of alarm and that means al all that it should proceed at 
maximum speed, becaise the faster tho specd the faster the U-boat can 
and, secondly, that as few vc < Ssible are on the tower 


g shea aa REA Ki gti ~ = A T 
of tae Ueboat, so that the going in th into the U-boat and th 


closing of the hatgh can be done as se at there shall be no 
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crew on the upper deck, and so ong All of those things interrupt the 


state of alertness of the U-boat completclye In that case, the U-boat would 
be hopelessly delivered to any air attacke 
DR. KRANZBUEHLER: Mr, Prosicc it, I wish to consult on the case and I 
am reluctant to interrupt. If it is agreeable to the High Tribunal, I 
would suggest that we have our recess: Uie 


(A recess was tokene) 
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Q Great Admird, you have just described the Supremacy in the air of 
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the enemy in September, 19)2~- During these days of September you received the 
report about the sinking of the British transport boat "Laconiae" I submit 
to the Tribunal the war diaries concerning that incident under number Doenitz 
18, 20, 21 and 22. These are the war diaries of the flag officer of the 
eboats in question under Hartenstein, Schacht and Wuerdemann. They are 
reproduced in the document book on page 34 and following pagese I shall read 
to you the report which you have receivede That is on page 3h of the document 
book under 13 September, the time 0125, and I read: 

"Wireless message sent on America circuit: 

"Sunk by Hartenstein British ship Laconiae" 

Then the position is given and the message continues: 


"Unfortunately with 1,500 Italian prisoners of ware Up to now 


picked up 90,157" ~~ then the details, and the end is : "request orderse" 


I had the doqument submitted to you on-- 

THE PRESIDENT: Where are you now? 

DR. KRANZBUEHIER: On page 35, Mre President, the entry of the 13th 
of September, time 0125, the beginning of the line; it is on the bottom 
of the page, second paragraph from the bottom of the page. 

BY DRe KRANZBUEHIER: 

Q (continuing) I had the documents submitted to you torefresh your 
memorye Please tell me, first, what your impression or what your knowledge 
was about that ship Laconia, which had been reported sunk and of its crewe 

A I knew, according to the handbook of the armed British ships which 
we had at our disposal, that the Laconia was armed with fourteen gunse I had 
to expect, therefore, that it would have at least a British crew of dout 
500 mene When I found out that there were also Italian prisoners on board, 
it was clear to me that the number would be increased by the necessary guards 
for the prisonerse 

Q Please describe to us now on the basis of the material the events 
which became necessary by your order of the 17th of September and emphasize, 
if you please, first, the question of rescue or nonerescue of British or 


Italians; and, secondly, your concern for the mfety of the U-boats in question. 
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A When I received that rep -t, I tried to get in touch with all 
U-boats that were in that areas I issued the order: "Schacht, Group Eis- 
baer, Wuerdemann and Wilamowitz, proceed to Hartenstein immediately o"™ 
Hartenstein was the commander of the groups Later, I had to have several boat 
deviate from their course because t..cir distance was too greate The one that 
was furthest away and received orders to participate in the rescue was 700 


miles awaye Therefore, he could reach the port only after about two days. 


First of all, Hartenstein, who was the commander who had sunk the ship 


-= I had asked Hartenstein whether the Laconia had sent out brizdess messages 
because I hoped that thereby American rescue ships would approache He 
confirmed it and, besides, Hartensin, himself, sent the following wireless 
message in Englishe 

DR. KRANZBUEHIER: That is on page 36, Mr. President, under time 
figure 0600. 

A (continuing) "If any ship will assist the shipwrecked Laconia crew, 
I will not attack her, providing I am not being attacked by ship or air force. 

Then in conclusion, to be brief, I gained the impression from the 
reports of the U-boats that with great devotion they started the rescueée 

Q How many U-boats were there? 

A There were three or four submarinese I received reports which 
mentioned the figures of those rescued between one hundred and two hundred. 

I believe Hartenstein had 156 in one submarine, 131 in another. I received 
reports about supply and taking over the crews of lifeboats; once thirty-five 
Italians and twenty-five Englishmen and four Poles, and, another time, thirty 
Italians and twenty-four Englishmen; the third time, twenty-six Italians 

and thirty-nine Englishmen and three Poles. I received reports about the 
towing of lifeboats, and all these reports caused me the greatest concern 
because I knew quite well that could not end well. 

My concern at that time was expressed in four different messages to 
the submarinese "Take only as many lifeboat survivors so that you will still 
have your chance for divinge" It is clear that, if such a narrow space in 
the U-boat is crowded, additionally by 100 to DO people, the U-boat is 


absolutely in danger as such, not to speak about the possibility for fighting 
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Furthermore, I sent the messages "All boats—-" 

THE PRESIDENT: Are these messages in the document? 

DRe KRANZBUEHIER: Yese 

THE PRESIDENT: Well, where are they? Why did he not refer to the time 
of them? 

DR. KRANZBUEHLER: These are all messages virich are contained in the 
three diaries, The first message is on page 36, Mre President, under date- 
time. group 0720. - I will read ite 

"Wireless message receiveds" That is a message from Admiral Doenitze 
"Hartenstein remain near place of sinkinge Secure all clear for divinge 
Detailed boats to take over only as many as to remain clear for divinge" 

A (Continuing) Then I sent another message: 

"Safety of U-boat is not to be endangered under any circumstances." 

DRe KRANZBUEHIER: This message is on page 0, Mr. President, under 


date=time group of 17 September, O10 hours, 


A (Continuing) "Take all measures ruthlessly, including discontinuance 


of rescue activities." 

Furthermore, I sent the messages 

"Boats must at all times be clear for crashdiving and underwater use." 

That is under 0330 on the same page. 

Q On page 37, under 070, figure 36 

A “Beware of enemy interference by airplanes and submarineso"™ 

THE PRESIDENT: Did you say page 37? 

DRe KRANZBUEHIER: Page 37e 

THE PRESIDENT: What time? 

DRe RANZBUEHER: The time 9740, figure 3. 

THE PRESIDENT: Yese 
BY DR. KRANZBUEHIE R: 

Q "All boats, also Hartenstein, take in as many people when boats 
under-water are completely ready for usee" 

A And that my concern was justified could be seen clearly from 
the report which was received from Hartenstein, which said that we had been 


attacked by bombs from an American bombere 
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DR. KRANZBUEHLER: These messages, lre President, are on page 39, uncer 
time group 1311, an mergency report. Under 2304 there is a detailed report 
which I should like to read, 

THE WITNESS: At this occasion -- 

DR. KRaNZBUEHLER: One moment, Great Admiral. 

The report is: 

"Radiogram sent: von Hartenstein to Admiral Doenitz. Bombed five tim 
by Amcrican Liberator in low flight when towing four full boats in spite of 
Red Cross flag on bridge and good sight. Both periscopes at present out of 
order. Breaking off rescue; all off board; putting out to West. will 
repair," 

THE WITNESS: Hartenstein, on that occasion, as can be seen from a 
later report, also had 55 Englishmen and 55 Italians on board his submarine. 
At the occasion of the first attack by bombs, one of the lifeboats 
capsized, since it had been hit by a bomb, anc according to his report there 
were groat losses cf those that hac been rescued before, 

At the second attack, one bomb explodec right under the middle of the 
Submarine, and damaged the submarine seriously, and he reported that it was 
only by 4 miracle of shipbuilding technique that the submarine did not fall 
to picc CS, 

Where has he gone to now? W Day > on? 

DR. KRANZBUEHLIR: He is speaking about the events which are described 
on pages 28 and 39, Mr. President. 

THE PRESIDENT: It would help the Tribunal, you know, if you kept same 
sort of ordear instead of going on to one page and then to 40, and than back 
to 38. 

DR. KRANZBUEHLER: The reason is that we are using two different war 
Ciarics, Mr. President. 

BY DR. KRANZBUEHLER: 

Q Great Admiral, woule y-u tell us now what measures you took after 
the report by Hartenstein that he hac been attacked repeatedly at the 
occasion of rescue measures, 


I cduliberated whethur aftar these experiences I should not break of 
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all attempts at rescue, and beyond coubt, from the point of view of military 
considerations thet would have been the right thing to co, because the ttack 
showed clearly in what way U-Boats were endangered, 

That decision became more grave for me because I received a c2ll fron 
the Naval War Command that the Fuehrer dic not want me to risk any 
Submarines for rescues or to pull them from other areas. It came toa very 
tomperanental conference with my staff, anc as I can remonbur vry clearly, 


I summed it up with the statement, "I cannot throw these people into the 


Of course, it was clear to me that in the event of further losscs which 
would occur, I would have to assume full responsibility, and from the 
military point of view continuance of rescues was WRONG o “Of that, I 
received proof from Submarine U={506 of Wuercemann, who also reported =-= I 
belicve on the following morning -- that he was bombed by an airplanc, 

DR. KRaNZBUEHLER: That report, ir, Presicent, is on page 42 in the Var 

lary of \uerdemann, an cntry of 17 Septunbur, uncer the time group 23:43. 
It is the last on the page, an outgoing wireless; 

"Mission on 'Annamite! completed." Then the details, "Attacked by 
havy sea plane at noon. Fully ready for action," 

(Continuing): The third submarine, Schacht's, the U-507, hac sent 
a wircless that he had so many men on board and was towing four Lifcbeats 
with Englishmen and Poles, 

DR. KRANZBUEHLER;: That is the report on page 40, the first report, top 
of the pages. 

A (Continuing): Thereupon, of covrse, I ordered hin to let go of 
that tow because with those boats he could not dive in any way. Latcr, he 
again sent atalong message, speaking about the supplying of Italians and 
Englishmen in the boats, 

DR. KRANZBUEHLER: That is on page 4l, under time group 23:10. 
shall read that message: 

"Transferred 163 Italians to Anamite," The finamite was a French 
cruiscr which had been called to rescue. "Navigation officer of Laconia 


and other English officer aboard Ship. gg oven lifeboats with about 330 
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Englishmen and Poles, among them 15 women and 16 children deposited at Qu. 
FE 9612. Kept women and children aboard ship for one night. Supplied 
all shipwrecked with hot meal and drinks, clothed and bandaged as far as 
necessary. Sighted four more boats at sea anchor Qu. FE 9619," 

Then there are some further details which are not important. 

A (Continuing): Because I hac ordered him to let go of the life- 
boats and that report was considered a later report by us, he was 
admonished by another message, and from that, the Prosecution by ror 


concluded that I had prohibited the rescue 
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of Englishmen, That I did not do that can be seen from the fact that I 
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did not do anything sbout the many reports concerning the rescuing of 


Englishmen, 


However, in the end I did have the impression that the Italians did 


not come off very well on the occasion of the rescue. That this im- 
presssion was correct can be seen from the figures of those rescued. Of 
811 Englishmen, about 800 were rescued, and of 1,800 Italians, 50. 

BY DR. KRANZBUEHLER : 

Q Great Admiral, I should like once more to clarify the date of 
that entire action, The laconia was torpedoed on the 12th of September. 
When was the air attack on the lifeboats? 

A On the 16th, 

Q On the night of the 16th? On the 17th? 

A On the 16th, 

Q On the 16th of September. So the rescue action took how many 
days all together? 

A Four days. 

Q And it was continued after then until when? 

A Until we turned them over to the French warships which we 
had requested. 

Q What is the connection, now, between this incident of tie 
Laconia which you have just described, and the order which the Prosecution 
put to you as the destruction order? 

A My impression, based on the great concern which I continucusly h 
had about the submarines, in addition to the strong feclin g that the 


AngloeAmerican side in spite of the 
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that event, that the time had passed when U-Boets could carry out such 
actions on the surface without danger. As can be seen from the two bombing 
attacks, in spite of good weather, in spite of large numbers to be rescued, 
which were clearly visible as such to the aviators, the danger to the sub- 
marines was so great that asthe one who was responsible for the boats and 
the lives of the crews, I had to prohibit rescues. 

In the face of the everepresent tremendous ingloeAmerican sir force- 
and I cannot express it any differently, and I should like to mention, 
example, that all the submarines which took part in that rescue action were 
lost by bombing attack at their next action =-=- the situction was such that it 
was contrary to thebasic common-sense of warfare and to any primitive law of 
warfare to carry out a rescue under the greatest danger for oneself and to 


be killed on that occasion by the enemy. 
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THE PRESIDENT: What about the next paragraph, 17th of September 1942, 
paragraph 2? 

DRe \NZBUEHIER: That, I just wanted to put to him. That is an 
entry in the diary about which I wans to ask him nowe 
BY DR. KRANZBUEHLER: 

Q Great Admiral, I put to you now an entry of your war diary of the 
17th September, and there we find "Commanders are again advised that attempts 
at rescue of crews of sunk ships are contrary to the most primitive rules 
of warfare after the destruction of -nomy ships and their crewse Orders 
about picking up of captains and chief engineers remains" 

THE PRESIDENT: It is uifferently translated in our document booke 


You said: "after destruction of enemy shipSeee™ In our translation it is 


",eeby annihilating enemy ships and their crews." 


DRe KRAINSBUEHIER: It should be "by", Mr. President, not "afters" 

THE WITNESS: This entry in the war diary refers to that wircless 
message and refers to the four messages which I had sent during the case of 
the "Lavonia" sinking. 

BY DR. KRANZBUEHLER: 

Q ne moment, Great Admiral. Will you please at first explain to 
the Tribunal how such entries were made in the war diary? Who kept that 
diary, did you kcep it yoursclf or wnio did that? 

A If I have to tell the trnth here, I have to say that the war diary 
was a difficult thing for me becausc I did not have any valuable officers left 
to use them for that work, That entry, as I presumed and which has been 
confirmed here, a former mate made, vho tried to put all my orders during the 
entire case into one entrye Of course, I am responsible for each entry but 
any actual consequences to reality could not be seen from that entry but from 
my wireless' orderse Those were the essential thingse 

Q Great “dmiral, the decisive point here seems to be, in my opinion, 
whether that entry represents your considerations or whether it is only an 
excerpt of the wireless order, an exbract vhich had been taken by a 


subordinate? 


À The latter is correcte My real long consideration is based on my 
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concern over the call from the Naval Warfare Command, the order of the future 
and my serious decisions, whether I should break with that method or not, 
that is not even included in the énti‘ies in the war diary o 

Q Will you explain this to ts#@ In the entry in war diery, it says 
"All conmanders are reminded againtt and so One 

A I don't know what that meanse I could not say. My staff, which 
is here, has told me that that referred to the four wireless messages which 
I had sent, because before the "Laconia", any such declarations or any such 
statement was not madee Again, that is the fifth wireless messagee 

Q The order of the 17th of September, for you, therefore, was the 
end of the Laconia incident? 

Yese 

To whom was it directed? 

As far as I remembered first, it was only directed to the submarine 
boats, submarines in enemy erease We had various ocean areas, North 
Atlantic, Middle Atlantic, South Atlantic; we had different channels, 
wireless channels. The other submarines, since they were close to convoys, 
could not use that order because the rescue measures were out of the question 
for them, but I have found out, and I wag told now, that the order was 
sent out to al) submarines; that is, on all channels; that is a question 


of commUufication but it doesn't do anv harne 
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Q You have said now that the basic consideration of that entire 
order was the air supremacy and the danger from ite If that is correct, how 
could you in thes ame order maintain the directive to rescue captains and 
ship engineers? That can be found under figure 2e 


A Between rescue measures where the submarine has to stop and people 


have to go on deck, between that and picking up a captain there is, of wurse, 


a great difference concerning the risk, because the submarine remains all 
clear for diving, whereas in the first case the alert is interrupted and is 
impossiblee 

However, one thing’ is clear. In taking with us these captains, there 
was a military purpose which had been ordered by the Naval Warfare Command. 
As a matter of principle, and generally, I would like to say that in he 
pursuit of a military aim, that is to say, not by the rescuing but by the 
capturing and taking along 2mportant enemies, one has to run or can run 
a certain riske Besides, that addition was not essential for me, because I 
knew that practically there would be very small results » if not nothing at all. 

I remember quite clearly having asked myself Why do we still pick 
them up?" We did not want to drop a general order like this. But the 
essential. point is first the risk, which is much greater in the case of 
leaving the alert conditions; and, secondly, the pursuit of a military aime 

Q What do you mean by the last sentence in the order "to be hard?" 

A To be hard against oneself. I have preached to my commanders for 
five and a half years, and also with this order I felt that my entire concern 
and grave responsibility for the submarines, and, therefore » the necessity 
now faced with the overwhelming enemy air force, should make me prohibit res- 
CUES» 

I had to explain thet to my commanders in a very clear, classic 
order, because it is very definite that on one side there is the harshmess of 
war, the necessity to save your own submarines; and, on the other side, the 
traditional sentiment of the seamane 

Q We have heard here that the witness Moehle has stated that he 
misunderstood that order, that is to say, in the sense that survivors should 
be killed, and in several cases he had instructed other U-boat commanders in 


that senses One moment, Great Admiral. I wish to put a question to you now. 
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As commanding officer, don't you have to assume, according to your 
own principles, also the responsibility for misunderstanding of your orders? 
A Qf course I have the responsibility for all orders, formally and 
in contexte Mochle, however, is the only one who had any doubts about the 


importance of that ordere Iregret that Moehle did not find occasion to clear 


these doubts immediately, either with myself, to whom everybody had access at 


all times, or with several staff of icers, who in my staff were also 
responsible, or partly responsible, for the drafting of these orders, or with 
his immediate superior on Kiel. 

I am convineed that among the few U-boat commanders, to whom he told 
his doubts, the transmitting of these doubts had no consequences. If such 
tonsequences had occurred, of course I would assume responsibility for them. 

Q What is your position as to the case of Kapitaenleutnant Eck, which 
is wellknown to you, who in the spring of 1944, in connection with the sinking 
of the Greek steamer Peleus, actually fired on life bats? 

A Kapitaenleutnant Eck stated in the end of his interrogation that 
he neither knew about Moehle's interpretation or Moehle's doubts, nor of the 
message, completely reversed, of my decision in the case of U-386, That was 
the case which Moehle mentioned where the U-boat found life rafts with fliers, 
and I admonished that they shouldn't take them on boarde And it was just the 
other way, and t hat was given in writing to the commander as criticism on 

actions, and, contrary to that, some office said that I had admonished 
as towhy he had not destroyed these survivorse Eck neither knew about 
> interpretation or the doubts of the lfoehle order, nor of this storye 
He acted on his own, and his aim, his tendency, was not to kill survivors but 
to remove the fragments; because he assumed that otherwise, on the f ollowing 
day, hewuld be spotted by Anglo-American planes on the basis of these frag- 
ments, and eventually destroyede His purpose, therefore, his aim, ws an 
entirely different one than it is stated here in the Moehle interpretation, 

Q Eck has said during his interrogation that he thought he could 
expect that you would approve of his actions. Did you ever during the war 
hear about that case Eck? 


A Noe It was here during my interrogation when I heard about it, 
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and that because Eck was captured during the same actione 

Q Do you approve of his actions now that you know of them? 

A I do not approve his actions, because I said before in this respect, 
that is, from the point of view of soldiers! ethics, one cannot deviatee 

However, I should like to say that Eck was faced with a very grave 
decisione He had the responsibility for his boat and his crew, and that 
responsibility is a grave one during ware 

Therefore, if for that reason he believed "Otherwise, I shall be 
spotted and destroyed" -= and that reason was not unfounded, because in the 
same ocean area during the same time, I believe, four submarines had been 
destroyed by bomb. If, therefore, for that very reason he came to that 
decision, a German court martial would have taken that into consideration 
without doubte 

I believe that after the war one sees events differently, and one 
does not fully realize the responsibility which a small commander of that 
kind carries. 

Q Besides the case Eck, do you know of any other case during the 


war, or after, in which a U-boat commander fired on shipwrecked people or 


A Not a single ones 


Q You krow the documents of the Prosecution, do you not, which 


describe the sinking of tl DE en Mary and J i Do you recognize 
the value of these documents as proof, according to your expericiice, or 
don't you? 

A Noe I believe that they cannot stand a thorough examinatione 
We received a large number of similar reports from the other side, andve 
were always of the opinion, and stated that opinion also in writing to the 
OK, that one has to be extremely sceptical in dealing with these cases, 


because a shipwrecked persmcan easily believe that he is fired,ate 
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These may be shots which are not aimed at him at all, but at the ship; 
tnat is to say, misses of some sorte 

The fact that the prosecution mentions just these two examples, 
shows, in my opinion, that my conviction is correct, th2t outside of the 
case of Eck no further cases occurred during the long years in the ranks 
of the German submarine forcese 

You mentioned before the report to the Fuchrer of May 19)2, during 
which the problem has been examined, or at least touched upon by the Fuchrer, 
whether it was permissible to kill survivors. ‘as that question examined 
again by the flag officer of submarines, or the Naval War Command? 

When I had become supreme commander of the navy =- 

Thot was in 1943? 

I received, I believe, in December of 1943, a letter from the foreig 
office in which I was informed that bout 87% of the crews of merchant ships 
which had been sunk, were returning home And that was disadvantageouse 
We wondered whether it was not possible to do something against ite 

had a letter sent to theForeign Office in which I informed the 
wh I had already been forced to prohibit rescuss 
that submarines were dangerou ther measures were out of 
the question for mee 
9 I have here an entry in the wor diary « he Naval Warfare Command 
which deals with this case. I submit this e 7 as Doenitz h2, 
92 to 94 in Volume 2 of the document book. 

I shall reac first the first and second sentences of 
entry is on the 4th of April, 194 

"The German Foreign Office pointed tc an assertion of the British 
Transport Minister according to which during sirkings of Merchant vessels 


an average of 87% of the crew were saved. To this statement the Naval War 


Comvand (SKL) made ae mprehensive reply to the Foreign Office." 


Then there is the stating of their position ^n the next pages and 
I should like tc rcad a part of thate 
irst, uncer figure l, awut the number of ships that was sunk, 


what is the importance of that in this connection? 
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9 May 19ij6<il-D\R-11-2 
i That these people would ¢ertainly get home. 
Q Furthermore, under figure 2, menti n is made that the scamen 
did not need a long pericd of training, with the exception of officers, and 
that they had resisted already an order to pick up captains and chief eng- 
incerse What is the meaning of that? 
A thing like that has been viewed wronglye 
By "a thing like that", you mean the military necess- 
ity of destruction after shipwrecks? 
A Correct. It means that there are plenty of crews available, be- 
cause they could be quickly trained from unskilled manpowere 
Q Under figure l, you point to the dangers of reprisals against 
our cwn submarine crewse Did such reprisals against Geman U-Boat crews 
occur at any time during the course of the war? 
A Ido nt knw. I have not heard about reprisals in 
nectione I only received the report that on the ccasion 
U-Boats from the air, the men swimming in the water were shot 
whether those were individual actions cr reprisals, I do 
like to assume that they were individual acticns. 


isive point of the entire letter Seums to be in Figure 3 
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members drifting in the sea would, for psychological reasons, not be 
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tolerable for U-boat crews, since that would be contrary to the inner- 
most feelings of all seamen, To issue such a directive could only be 
considered, if a decisive military success. could be achieved by it. " 

Grand Admiral, you yourself have repeatedly spoken about the hard- 
ness of the war, Are you, in spite of all that, of the opinion that 
psychologically such a measure could not be tolerable for U-boat crews? 

A We of the submarines knew that compared to the great sea- 
powers, we had to fight a very hard war. Germany had nothing else for 
that naval warfare than submarines. Therefore, from the beginning--and 
that was still during peace-time-=-I developed the U-boats; I trained the 
U-boat crews in idealism and love of country. 

That was necessary, and I continued that training during the war 
and supported it by personal contacts with the crews of the flctillas 
and bases, That was necessary to achieve high morale and high fighting 
spirit, because otherwise the severe struggle and the enormously high 
losses, as can be seen from the diagram, would have made it impossible to 
carry one 

What with these high losses and the fact that we kept on fighting 
because it had to be, it was possible to continue operations only because 
we could replenish our forces with people who were full of enthusiasm 
and full of moral strength. I would never have permitted these men to 
be given an order which was unethical or against the fighting morale, let 
alone the possibility that I myself would have given an order of that 
kind, because it was my entire wish to keep that morale high. 

Q You said the U-boat forces: were replenished by volunteers, did 
you? 

We had practically only volunteers. 
Q Was that at the time of high losses? 


A Yes, during the time of highest losses, during the period 


when everyone knew that he was only good for tw or three actions; then 


he was lost, 


Q How high were your losses? 
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A According to my recollection, we had altogether 60 to 670 
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losses. 

Q And crew members? 

A Altogether, in the submarine forces, there were 40,000 men. 
Of these 0,000 men 30,000 did not return. Of these 30,000, 25,000 
were killed and only 5,000 were captured. 

The large number of lost or sunk submarines was destroyed from the 
air in the vast areas of the sea, and the Atlantic, without their being 
any discussion of the question of rescue. 

DRe KRANZBUEHLER: Mre President, I come now to a new chapter. May- 


be this would be thr right time to recess. 


(A recess was taken until 1400 hours,) 
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< Official transcript of the International 
Military Tribunal in the Hatter of the 
Unitec States of marica, the French 
Republi :, the United Kingdom of Great 


Britair. and Northern Irelanc, ana the 


Union of Soviet Socinlist I'epublics, 
against Hormann ifilhelm Gocring ct al, 
defendants, sitting at Nuernberg, Germany, 
on 9 May 1946, 1400-1700, Lord Justice 
Lawrence presiding. 


BY DR. KRANZBUEHLER: 

Q Grand Admiral, I am turning to the phase of the so-called 
conspiracy, The Prosecution is accusing you tnat beginning with the year 
1932 on the basis of your closc connection with Hitler and the perty, you 
participated in a conspiracy to bring about aggr:ssive wars and war crimes, 
Where were you in the weeks of the seizure of powvr by the National 

in the carly part of 1933? 

h In January, or I believe it was the fi f February, I went on 
leave to Dutch India near Ceylon, a journcy which took well into the summer 
of 1933. This journey, which at the request of Admiral Racder, President 
Hincenburg granted r 

reafter, you became the Commander of 
Yes. In the Autumn of 1934 until the summer of 1935 I wns active 
as the Commander of the Cruiser Emden, We cruised the Atlantic around 
Africa into the Incian Octan and returned, 

Q Before the sojourn abroad or after your return in 1935 until you 
were’ appointed Commander in Chief of the Navy in the year 1943 were you 
politically active in any way? 

Iwas active politically beginning with the first of May, 1945, 
when I became the head of the State, but not before then. 

Q The Prosecution has submitted a document in the form of an 
affidavit by the Ambassador Messersmith. It has the number U.S.4.75 and 

here are printed the decisive extracts in Volume 3, Page 100. In this 


Ambassador Messcrsmith says that from 1930 until the Spring of 
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1934 he acted as Consul General for the United States at Bolin. Then 
until 1937 he was at Vienna and from there returned to Washington, He 
gives us an opinion about you with the remark: 

"Among the people whom I saw frequently and to whom I refer in many 
of my statements were the following." 

Then your name is mentioned, Therefore one must got the impression 
that during this period of time you were active politically in Berlin or 
Vienna, Is that correct? 

No. At that time I was Korvettenkapitaen, and from the end of 
1934 I was Fregattenkapitaen. 


Q With the permission of the Tribunal I sent an interrog 


¥ 


Ambassador Messersmith in order to determine just upon which facts 
basing his opinion. This interrogatory was answered and I am submitting 
it as Doenitz Exhibit 45, The answers will be founc or Page 102 of the 
Document Book and I am submitting them to yous 
"During my residence in Berlin, and curing my 1lrter frequent visits 
tated in my prior affidavits, saw Admiral Karl Donitz and spoke 
mM several occasions, Eowever, I kept no diary and I am unable to 
state with particularity when and where the meetings occurred, the capacity 
in which Acmiral Donitz there appeared or the t pic or topics of our 
conversation. My judgment on Donitz expressed in my prior afficavit is 
l on personal knowledge, and on the general knowledge which I obtained 
from the many various sources described in my prior affidavits," 
Did you, Mr. Grand Admiral, see anc speak with the Ambassador? 
I never saw him, and heard his name for the first time here. 
In the time in question I was not at Berlin. Iwas at Wilhelmshaven or 
along the North Sea Coast or in the Indian Occan. If he alleges to have 
Spoken to me it would have hac to be at Wilhelmshaven or in the Indian 
Ocean, Since neither is the case, I believe that he is misteken and there 
must be some confusion as to identity, 
Q Were you a member of the NéS.D.A.P.? 
A On the 30th of January 1944 I received from the Fuchrer as a 


decoration the Golden Party Emblem, and I may assume from that that I became 
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an honorary menber of the party, 


Q When did you meet Adolf Hitler anc how cften did you sce him 
before you became Commander in Chief of the Navy? 

A I saw Adolf Hitler for the first time when in tho presence of 
Grand Admiral Raeder in the Autumn of 1934 as Commander of the Cruiser 
Maden I told hin that I was leaving for forcizn parts. I saw him again 
on my return with the Emden some time later. From the Autumn of 1934 until 
the outbreak of war in 1939, in the five yea I saw him a to’ 
times; that that includes the two rcports that I made to him, 

Q And what are the otha two occasions, were they military or 
political occasions? 

One was a military matter, at which occasion there was a revicw 

of the fleet in the Baltic Sea, and curing this review of the flect when 
two U-boats should maneuvers anc attacks I was together with him on the 


flagship so I could give him the necessary technical 


2 very large festivity; the cntire group of 
the new Reichschancellicry was 


ms in 1938 or 1939. I saw him 


did not speak with hin, 
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Q How many times during the war until you were made the chief had 


you seen the Fuehrer? 


A In the years 1939, 2, 143, I saw the Fuehrer four times. Rach 


time there were short military discussions about U-boat warfare; and always 
large groupSe 

Q Until that time, didyou have any discussion which exceeded the 
military scope or sector? 

a No, not at alle 

Q When were you made the successor of Raeder and became the Commander 
in Chief of the Navy? 

On the 30th of January, 193. 
at that time, in the war which Germany was waging, was this war 
offensive or defensive stages? 
In an express defensive stage, 
In your eyes, the position which wasoffered to you, was that a 
political or military position, that as Commander in Chief of the Navy? 

A It was, as a mtter of face, of course a purely military position, 
for I was to be the first soldier, or the head of the Navy; and my appoint- 
ment to this position arose from purely military reasons and military reasons 
which motivated Great Admiral Raeder to propose my name for this position. 
Purely military considerations were the determining ones for the filling 
of this position. 

Q You know, Mre Great Admiral, that the prosecution, from your 
taking of this position, draw very extensive conclusions, especially as far 
as the conspiracy is concerned, and among other things, the prosecution con- 
tends that your accepting of this position ratified prior happenings, such 
as all efforts of the Party since 1920 or '22, and the entire Gernan policy, 
domestic and foreign, at least since 1933. «are you familiar or do you 
realize that there was any such there? Did you have any reason cr thoughts 
about this? 

This idea was very, very far from my minde In fact, it never 
entered into my mind, and I do not believe that there is a soldier who, 
if he received the military command, would have any such thoughts, would 
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have any such knowledgee My position as Commander in Chicf of tthe Navy 
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was for me a position of authority and it was a command which I, of course, 


had to follow as I had to follow every other military order unless my 
health would not permit its I had to agree and believed thatI could be 
effective and useful to the Navy, and I took this position and my inner 
convictions went along with ite Anything else would have boen desertion 
or disobediencee 

Q Then as Commander in Chief of the Navy you came into a very 
close relationship to Adolf Hitler, and you know, also, just what con- 
clusions the prosecution draws from this relationship. Please tell me 
just what this relationship was and what about the bases therefore? 

h In order to be brief, I may perhaps explain the matter as follows: 
My relation had three bases. First of all, I accepted and agreed to the 


national and social ideas of National 
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Sccidism: the national ideas which were expressed and the honor and dignity 
of the nationa, its freedom and its equality of rights and its orctection and 
security; and the social tenets which perhaps had as their nurleu no cast 
struggle, but human and social admiration of each person, disregarding 
carser, profession or economic consideration. On the other hand, subordina- 
tion of each and every one to the interests of the community and of all. 
It was a matter, of course, for me to see with respect the high authority, 
and I hailed the high authority of Hitler when, in peace time, he succeeded 
in carrying thr-ugh his national and social objectives and realized them as 
cuickly as possible in a peaceful manner. 

hy second tie was that Hi ler had, in a legal and lawful way, become the 


Commander in Chief of the Wehrmacht and the Wehrmacht, through its cath, had 
vowed him loyalty, That this cath was holy to me is a matter of course, and I 
believe that the decency in the world everywhere will be on the side of him 
who keeps his cath. 

The third tie was my personal relationship to him. Before I became 
Commander in Chief of the Navy I believe that Hitler did not have a complete 


picture of me and of my personality. He had seen me too few times and only 


in a circle of many people. How my relationship was tobe to himwhen I 


became Commander in Chief of the Navy was completely open, and my startin 


this connection was very unfavorable. My position was burdened because of 
the imminent collapse of U-boat weapon and, seccnd, through my refusal to 
scrap large ships, and that was a conviction which Raeder had to put over, 
for in his opinion they did not have any great value. I, as well as Grand 
Admiral Raeder, had been against the scrapping of these ships, and only as 
the result of argument he finally agreed. But despite that, I noticed very 
soon that, so far as matters of the Navy were concerned, he had confidence 
in me, and in other things as well treated me with dignity and respect. 
Adolph Hitler always consulted me as first soldier of the Navy, never so 
far as military matters were concerned of the Army or of the Luftwaffe. He 
never asked for my advice or consulted mein militarymatters, matters which 
did not concern the Navy as well; nor did I at any time give any expression 
dealing with matters of the army and of the Luftwaffe, for on the whole I 
lacked the basic knowledge along these lines, Of cours:, never did he 
consult me on political matters of a domestic or a foreign nature; never 


did he ever consult me or call me in onmatters of that sort. 
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Q You said, Mr. Great Admiral; that he never asked you for advice on 
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political things, but those things might have had some connection perhaps 


with questions of the Navy. Didn't you participate then either? 

A If you mean by "political", for instance, consultations of the 
commanders through the so-called Nationalist leaders who belonged to this 
group, then I of course participated, because this came within the sphere 
of the Navy. 


Q Beyond those questions, didn't Hitler evor consider you a general 
councilor or adviser, as the prosecution claims and which they base on a 
long series of meetings which you had with Hitler since 1933 at she 
Fuehrer's headquarters? 

A So far as general discussions, there cannot be any talk of that as 
a matter of -rinciple, and in particular, as I have alr edy said, the 
Fuehrer asked me for advice and received advice from ne only in matters of 


the Navy and sea warfare, and it was very strictly limited to this 


department, 
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sometimss once and sometimes twice a month caled to the Fuehrer's 
Headquarters? Please describe to the Tribuial, just how a day like that 
would be, Describe your activities, what you did during the day? 

A I did up until the last, two or three months before the collapses 
when the Fushrer was at Berlin. I flew to the Fuehrer's Headquarters at 
intervals of two to three weeks, but only then if I had a concrete 
militery problem of the Navy which I had to present to hi and for which I 
needed his decision. 

Then it came about that I participated in the afternoon in the 
discussion of the general military situaticn. That was a discussion with 
the Fuehrer in which the Staff reported to the Fuehrer abut those things 
which had taken place within the last twenty-four hours along various 
sectors of the front. at the military discussion of the situation the 
center of gravity was with the armymatters or aerial matters, and I only 
spoke when my Naval Expert who described the naval situation, when this 
report needed some explanation or supplementation by mee Then at a certain 
time which was determined by the Adjutant's Office, my military speech, 
which was the aim of my journey, actually took place, and when it came to 
this report of mine, only those were present who were ccneerned with this 
matter, that is, since it was mostly a matter of reinfcrcements, Keitel or 
Jodl were present or the Fuchrer, 

When after two or three weeks and in 1944 there was an interval of 
six weeks on ona occasion, and when I came to the Fuchre> at the Headquarters 
the Fuehrer invited me for lunch. This invitation was after the 20th of 
July, 1944, the day of the attempted plot. These invitations stopped then. 

From the Funhrer never did I receive en order which was in any way 
against the ethics of war. I, and with me the entire Navy, and this is my 
conviction, ab ut the mass extermination of 2eople, of which I am accused 
in the indictment, including ecncentrati neamps, after the capitulation in 
May, 1945, I only received knowledge of them then, I did not know about it 
at that time, 


In Hitler I saw a tremendous personality who had extracrdinary 


intelligence, who seemed to have an almost universal education, and a person 


who almost exuded power and who had tremendous strength. On the other hand 
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I knew and very seldom deliberately went to the Headquarters, for I knew 
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that my power wula be strongest that way, and, secondly, that after several 
Gays, say two or three days sojourn at the Headquarters I had the feeling 
to go away from his powers and suggestions, and I am telling ab ut this, 
and in this connection without doubt it was better for me at his death than 
to have been ccnstantly exposed to his perscnality and tremendous power of 
suggestion. 

Q You said just now, Mr. Great Admiral, that you. never received an 
order which was in violation of scldierly ethics. Ycu know the decree 
stated destruction and sabotage of civilians in 1942, didn't you receive 


this order? 
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A I received the knowledge of this order after it was issucd w 
was Commander in Chief of the U-boats, For tho soldier at the front this 
was unequivocal, I have the feoling that I was a very grave matter, but under 
Point I of this order it was clearly and nucquivocally expressed that they were 
directed to act in view of the domeanor of tho enemy forcos, and the killing of 
prisonors, but beyond the superficial ordor, the Fuchror had donanded roprisals 
and those reprisals had been made publie in a report to the Vehrnachte 

Therefore, for the soldier who recoived his order there was no tight 

therc was no EEIT and no authority to ask for an accounting if the c 
derations were present that this decreo was justified, and as Cormander in Chief 
of this U-boats through you they had to carry through this order? 

A No, nothing at all, 

Q In your recollection, as Commancdor in Chief of this Navy, wore you 
concerned with carrying through of this order? 

A According to my recollection in ny entire activities as Commander in 
Chief of the Navy was I ever concerned with this order, anl one may not forcot 
first of all in this decree exclucd expressly wero those who were taken prison 
ers in battlos at sea, and , Secondly, that tho Navy had no territorial autho} 
rity on land; ond then as a mattor of basic principle I was really not in a 


r» 


position to Have carrie? out many one of tho p-ints of this order, 

Q You know the doecunont submitted by the Prosecution in which an inci=~ 
dent his sort is described whore in the sumer 
were shot in Norwàygş and I moan cocunent of the Prosceution, 
dent is described ani pictured in such & way that the crow of a Norwegian Motor 
Torpedo was inprisoned on a Norwogian Island. The Motor Torpedo Boat was on a 
belligerent mission at sca, The docunent does not say who interned the craw, but 
it does say that the crew members while they were being taken prisonor wore wear. 
ing thcir uniforms, and they wero interrogated bysacnaval 2fficor, and on ti 
order of Admiral Von Schroeder they were given over to Security Service and 
Security Service later shot thom, Was this incident over reported to you or 
you ever learn of it? 

This incident was made known to mo in the trial brief of the Pro 
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Q How do you cxplain or can you explain the fact that an incident of 


this nature was not brought to your attention? Wouldn't this have been reported 
to you? 

A If the Navy was concerned in this matter, that is, if this unit was 
captured by the Navy, Admiral Von Schroeder, who was Commander in Chicf there 
at Aleott would have had to re.crt this matter to his Commander in Chicf of the 
Navy and I am convinced that he would have done so, for the regulations were ver 
unequivocal in this matter would have bean roported to me as Commander in Chicf 


of the Navy. 
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Q How can youjudge this case now that you have received knowledge 
of it through the document? 

A It is correct that the crew of a torpedo boat was involved and if 
this applies and if they had a mission at sea, then this measure, the 
shooting whicitook place ==- was completely wrong under any circumstances =-= 
for it considered very expressedly this commander order, Thereforo I 
consider it completely out of the quostione I do not believe that Admiral 
von Schrader whom I consider on especially noble sailor -= he would have 

articipated in a matter of this sorte According to the circumstances of 
this incident, this was not reported to the High Command; this incident as 
it is now ascertained, through the control of tho German press in that day, 
was not made public in the Wehrmacht report, as it would have had to take 
place if it had been a matter concerned with the Wehrmacht. For all of these 
reasons I assume the following: 
the police made the arrest of these people on this islond, that 
taken from this island by sone vehicle to Bergen, that there some 
eleven or twelve =-=- if I recall correctly == naval officers interrogated 
them, as the Navy, of course, w rested in this interrogation, and that 
then tho giving over of these people to theSecurity Police took place, 
since prior to that time they had been captured by the Security Police, the 
SDe 
Another e isnation is not possible for me, 
Q You wish to say, then, that according to your opinion these men were 


ad 


Noe If they had been such, a repart to the High Command would have 
takon placce 
a+ $ Fa 24 be c + h 
Q Mr. Grand Admiral, from this case I would like to ask you, on the 


whole, in your position as Comnamder-ineChief and in your visits ot the 


eal 


Fuelr er headquarters, didn't you experience some things which brought to your 


attention to separate yourself from Hitler? 


A I have already stated thats on the basis of my activi ty, even at 
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Headquarters, I was limited vory, vory strongly to my own department, md 
the peculiarity of the Fuchrer to listen to my individual only 
thing that conce rned him, and it was a matter of course that as far 
discussion of the military situation was concerned, only purely 

matters were discussed, that is, no problems of domestic politics, 
of the SD or the SS, wore discussed. So far as tho latter was concerned, 
the 5S, the conversation didn't deal with divisions which were used in certai 
army sectors ond were at the disposal of certain army comnanderse Therefore, 

I never had my knowledge of any of those + things» As I have already said, 

I never received an order from the Fuehrer which in any way would infringe 

on soldiorly ethics. Therefore, the Navy according to my firm conviction 

ond belief == and I kept it clean up until the end in every way, even to 
last smal] corner =-= I had my face turned to naval‘warfare == and tl 

Novy as small as it was, tried to do its duty on the basis and the 

background of its tasks, Therefore, I didn't > any reason at all to 

myself from the Fuchrer, 
Such a reason would not havo to bo shown in crimes; there might 
boon political reasons for this, and you have heard that ro peatedly 

tho question was broached whether thore should have been a putsche id 

hat meet you, or did you think or try a putsch? 
word "putsch" has been used frequently in this court room 
by the various people. It is ocasy to say it, but I believe that the 
tremendous importance of such an activity would have to be well-known to 

an individual. The Germn nation was involved in a struggle of life and 

deaths It was surrounded by enemies, and I might say, in 

W2Ve And it is clear, in order to retain the illustration of tho fortress, 

that oach disturbance from within without doubt and perforce would have 

affected the ability to carry on war to the outside, and anyone vho 

undertakes to act against this loyalty and against this oath in such a 


truggle to the death, to plan an ovorthrow and to try it, who must have 


the utmost conviction and vho must know of the responsibility conriected with 


it, that such an overthrow would have to be necessary for tho people at all 
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Despite this, every nation would judge such a man to be a trait 


and he would not be able to maintain his position in history or before 
history. If the overthrow is successful, this measure would not work for 
the favor and for the best of his peoples And this condition I did not 


consider as obtaining in Germanye 


If, for instance, the putsch of the 20th of July had succceded, then 


a solution even though perhaps just a gradual one, would have resulted, 


hee 


conflict between various armics of the SS and others, and chaos from within 
would have resulted, for the bimling system of the State wuld have 
collapsed slowly and thus under any circumstances 2 solution of the =» 

Tho Tribunal thinks that the Defendant is making a long 
and political speoche It really hasn't very much to do with the questions 
with which wo have to deale 

DRe KRANZBUEHLER: Mre President, I was of the opinion 
question whether a Commander=ineChief is obligated to bring about a putsch 
is considered a nuclear point by the Prosecution, and a nucleus to the 


uestion whether the system which is characterized as crimina) whether he 
> 


x a ` Talt P . . 
is in agreement with it, but if the tribunal considers that question 


irrolovant I will not pres 


` 


THE t PRESIDEN iL Ts 


ion has put forward the 


te “ar Jay r 
at anybody hs 


R’ URENT Wt Tt 


KE uN IZBUEHLE 


seemed to me one of the points that the 


Prosecution must 


Q Mr, Grand Admiral, the Prosecution has submitted two documents 


- Vey 
dating from the winter of 1943 and May 1945, and these were sneoches by you 
to the troopse You are accused by the 


Socialist ideas to the troops. Please ine your position on this point. 


Q When in February of 1943 I becamo | Commandoer=in=-Chief of the Navys 
I was rosponsible for the fighting capacity of the entiro Navy, and the 


peculiar strongt is war was the unity of our peoplee And the one who 


had most to gain by the Wehrmacht, for each ragmentation 


from within would perforce have had ropercussions within the troops and their 


capacity would have been rendered losse 


mi : : f f Fae See ; ; ; : 
‘or, 1917-1918, had had bitter experiences in this direction, 
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Thorefore, in all of my speeéhos, I worked to the result that this unity 
was to remein and that we should fool that wo were guarantccing this unity. 
this was necessary and right. It was necessary for mee As the leador of 
troops, I camot proach disillusion or disunity, and it worked out in such a 


way that the fighting power of the navy ond the morals was high up until the 


ende I boliove that in every nation, such on oachicvemont is considered as Q 


corroct a sood achicvoment for a loader of troops, and these wore tho reasons 


ig and talking the way I did, 
On 60 April 1945 you we matod as successor of Hitlor ond 
Chief of “tote, and the Prosecution con n that that prior to that 


time you had bcon a close confident of Hitler, since only a confident would 


bo choson to be one's successor whon it comos to mattors of Stato. Can you 


toll mo please how this matter of succession was dctormined and whether Hitler 


before this time spoke about this possibility ir 


any way? 
From 20 July 1944 I did not sco Hitlor alone~-only in discu 


military situation. He never, in b hint, mentioned 


matter of succession to mo, This was entirely natural and cloar, 


Add 


thro gh laws, tho Reichsmarsho was his successor, Tho misundorstay 


teins fe 3 ee 
18 to bo rogrottod, between the Fuchror and tho Reichsmarshal took 


weed 


O y > ho q ay D ` "9 q = : 
the ond o? tho year 1945, and it took placo at a time whon I WAS no 


Borlineg 
you? 
T TA m ty pak ase = 1, 1 
4+ was at Holzstoin, Thoroforo, not tho 


With tho Fuohrer coithor==t] SSOre 


how, through what moasuros or ordors did that stato of affairs 


about? 


On 30 April 1945 in the evening I roceived a wireless messazo 


wn 


hoadquartors to tho offoct that tho Puchror was 


i that Tha S ifin fale " ] 
ind that I was justificd at once to tako all moasuros 


nocossarye 


another wireless MCSSALC. the 
morning of the first M: is d ) i] 

i g of the first of Maye As à more dotailed diroctive, it said that I 
to bo Reichs Presider nts; that Minist 


vor Goobbelawas to be Reichschencolior; 
ncollor; 





Mi 


Bormann was to be tho Party 


nistor, and SoysseInquart 


i 


the Foreign ilinister. 


Did you adhore to this directive? 


A This wireless was, firs 


Wircoloss 
idered y 


ovorything that I cons 


asic principle, I would nevor have 


Aag 1P T 
Tor; TEI 


Thirdly, under no circuns 


ntionod, with 


. 
1101,0 


> oarly morning of 


© 


a5 
si 


Graf Schworing Kro 
vernnont, to 


over this position. 


I had done this, for in oc 


whic had taken place several davs 


ngreoment in our pr 


`i . , 
to the Christian woss 


privato proporty 
Q 


Hitlor in which you aro charged 


such mission at that tino ? 


I Saw this testor nont 


whon 


Gornany'ts 


A e 
TS 


position w 


not havo toloratod any rost 


The Prosceut 


to--and 


an oie Nea Aa asa ~ m 
on to tho vor; end you are 


ond, ye 


iiazii who was re 


women ond childron 


of 


particularly gravo accusations 


mossage in which it had 


noccs 


om to havo responsibili 


rinciplos--princi 


it was mado public in tho pros 


hopeloss 


ion has subzitted a docunont in 


is British document 212-.<in which 


ady to carry on a hopeless war at 


your pcoploe 


of all, a contradiction tothe first 


ole 
w 


te 
v 


boon cloarly that I might at oneo do 


sory and correct, Then, as a mattor of 


adhored to this second wircle 


ty, thoro may not be any rostr 


ti would I havo agrood to 


MiCCS 


the Scoyss-Inquorte 


conversation 


1 “ls 
por < there was a 


complete 
bclonged 


lifo- 


tho individual woro to bo kopt upe 


5 


the soecallod Political Tostamont of 


to continue with tho war, Did you reccive 


4-1 
nere 


for first time a fow wocks 


3S, 


nd if I had received any instructions 


ard whon I reccived the rosponsibility, 


vrictions on my 


actions. 


which you wanted the navy 


you exhorted tho navy to Light 


a 


secuscd in this connection of being 


the expense of tho 


AU 


Ploaso dofine your position on this 
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A In this conmnectionI 


45 


spring of 1945 I was not the 
the fight or not to continue t 
of tho stato wantod 

impossibility that 
to fight," 


I could not have givon any ot 


Saying that for the 
breaking through of our 
living bohind that front. 

and because of 


= 


as soldier, and 


hard 


women 


pp 
WOornan 


navy tas deployod 


on the land 


concontrate 


in order to 


P e} m IPn made 
9 Tho steadfastness of 


Sccondly, 


montis of 


tho 


onon wy Ty 


occupation 


Thirdly, ec pitulation m 


1945 


s intho En 


ist, 


honds of tho Russ and the 


“iene 
Wolo 


(e) 


also cle 


spring 
a Te 


in tho 


largo numbor of prisoners n 


to continuc the fig 


and another soldicr will 


front 


and had to do 


care of the wound 


bresorve 


ar, 


late spring- 


may say the fo 


a 


head of 


+L 


WAS 


the fight v 


ght ve 


ral 


oi 


anr 
J 


Ae) 


her 


following 


point 


the state; 


"I will not 


picco of advico in the li 


ron. 


moont the 


TL 


llowing: First of 211, in the 


was & Soldior, To continue 


a political decisione The hoad 


(as 


soldier, had to oboye 


& stato will say, "I will continuo 


continuo tho fighte" 


ght in which I 


sons: First, in tho East tho 


cxtormination of tho peoplo 


S11 of that because of our practical 


soldior in 


his 


months. 


a] 
Lii 


od. 


U 


L4 
tho 
Uiig 


x vont 
cco? Ging 


of Gor nany 


anew i Vy 


ons 


‘eta! 
eases 


soldiors 


Da 
Chose 


carc 


N 


bviouse To o 
fo N d at the 
2 J. 
it was 


ccord iy 


and of 


af 
GO 


ccording 


not pos 


Which wo had on this pointe 


bate 
ULC 


Ee T To eee 
Last co sidere 


in these very hard months 


4% PER Ex ee 
cae centire 


Ste 


LILO Ba -© 


"V 


inportante 


Luter of 1945 or tho first fow 


about 


EN ae 
CLC 


L 


agroocnont e 


to that 


or Fobruary 


would heave fallan into the 


L 


millions cold winter would 


large oxtent, wo would hav 


Y 


lost 


capitulation in ify 1945==t 


hat is, 


sible 


TEA 
v 


in tho W to caro 


tha A ` s 
sno Gonova Convention, 





imu 


if tho Yalta Agreement had bcon ronlized 


Then, as I have already said, 


have lost 2 
Wo would havelost these poople 


largo numbor of pooplo who 


and put into offoct, thon wo would 


had not flod from tho castorn torritoricse 


castorn 
I bocamo the the stato, circumstances were 


Jhon on 1 Ma 
o front had approached uach other so closoly that the 


wore vory closo ond in just a fow days solders 


whon I bocamo head of the stato on l HMay,woro 
blo and to copitulating and thon to saving German blood, pcoplo, 
n safckooping in tho Foste 


n sS: 


soon as 
si s r mn N, 3 u aA 4 T S, ià 

thon from tho “ast and to put thom i 

ringing about of 


o b 
gir 


ny inmediato brir 


area which was adjacent 


Pia) hee 
ana 


WALC 


Wal 
General 


accordingly, I im snnection took steps to meot 
Bi S nhower ba sic nrin loe=et ant th annlan rA W- hr 

isonhowcre yı sic pri lom=to savo the pooplcoeswas tho one that 
enizance of tho situation, to kocp on 


to bo bémbed. Through 


AY 


PS get Pee Ye rA 
fi PNCLILE o I 


gee E, Re Bee 
Nevertneless 


of Go rman p © 


wo had capit 
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It is, therefore, in my opinion, throu:h the »pposite choicc, when I was 


still a soldier, to call on my soldiers to kec p on fighting. And, later, 


when, after May, I became head of the state and askec for an immediate 
capitulation, no German lives were lost; on the contrary, they were 
saved, 
DR. KRANZBUEHLER: I have no further questi: ons, lir. President. 
THE PRESIDENT: The Tribunal will acjourn. 
(4 recess was taken, ) 
THE PRESIDENT: Does any other member of the defendants! counsel wieh 
questions? 
SIEMERS (Counsel for defendant Admiral Raec er): 
Grand Admiral Doenitz, you've alreacy explained what Admira 
and the navy in the summer of 1939 did and that, in spite of 
ns, they cid not believe that a war would ha ppen. In 
the summer of 1939 you saic you had seen Admiral Raeder s 2nd I should like 
you to supplement one point ang Speak about the subject regarding the 
occasions when you talked to Admiral Raeder in detail. 
A Admiral Raccer, in the middle of July, 1939, participated in 
Submarine exercises in the eastern waters. Following the exercises ==- 
first of all, ask you something? Wha > of exercises 
ubuarine exercises and to what extent did they go 
and where Cid they take plac 
All submarines which were b osing put through their trinls after 
they were put into survice were collected by me in the Baltic. I ca 
remember the exact fi sure, but I think there were about thirty. Granda 
Admiral Raeder was being shown the abilities of these submarines. 
Q Were all those submarines capable of travelling in the Atlantic? 
Yes, they were and s in addition, there were the smaller submarines 


of lower tonnage, the operations of which could reach as far as the North 


Q This means, therefore, that at that time you had no mors than about 
two dozens of submarines capable of travelling in the Atlantic; is that 


right? 
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A That figure is put too high. U-Boats for the Atlantic, which we 


had at the time, amounted to not even fifteen. At the outbreak of war, as 
far as I remember, there were fiftcen submarines suitable for the Atlantic. 

Q During the several days, when you were together with Raeder, did 
you sce Raeder personally and cid you see him alone? 

A S Granc Admiral Raeder told me something which he repeated 
before the entire court of officurs during his final spcecch, He said that 
the Fuchrer hac’ informed him that under no circumstances would there be 
war in the West. He saic that that would be the end of the war with German: 
Since I was about to go on leave, I askec to be permitted to go, and on the 
24th =- that was inmeciatcly after the exercise on the 24th of July -- I 
went on a recreational stay to Bad Gastein which lasted for six weeks, I'm 
merely stating that because that's an example of how we 
situation at that time, 

Q But then the war happened rather more quickly, didn't it, and you 
had to interrupt the whole day which y had planned? 

A I was called back by telephone in the middle of August, 

Q These words, which referred to the fact that no war with England 
would happen, and the words "Finus Germania", cid Racccr tall you that 
personally in your private convarsation or cid he only mention it in his 

at Schwicnemunde? 

In its sense, certainly. The words individuclly I cannot 
remember no I can'® €iffcrentiate which was the main specch and which 
was the main conversation, but he certainly said it during the main speech, 

DR. SIMMERS: Thank you very much, 

BY DR. LiTERNSER (Counsel for the General Staff an 

Q Grand Admiral, on the 30th of January, 1943, you became the 

Supreme commander of the wartime navy and at the same time you became a 


member of the group which is indicted here, the General Staff and the OKW? 


I wanted to ask you whether you, after you were appointed, did 
with any of the members of this group regarding plans or 


of the indictment? 
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A No, with none of them, 

Q After you came into office, you saw all the supreme commanders-and 
you relieved them of their jobs. What were the reasons for this? 

A Since I was something like seven or ten years younger than the 
senior officers in the wartime navy, for instance, Admiral Karls and Admiral 
Bochms, and others, it was a matter of course that it was difficult for both 
partics. The change of personnel took place for those reasons and in spite 


of the fact that there was great mutual respect and admiration, 
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How many senior officers were concerned in this case? 
I think three or foure 
Was there close personal and official contact between the wartime 
one side, and the rmy and Air Force on the other side? 
sl No, none at all. 
Q Did you know the majority of the members of the indicted group? 
A No. Before my time as Supreme Commander of the wartime N: 
only knew those with whom I had accidental contact or found myse 
room withe For instance, when I was in France, I knew Field Marshal von 
Rundstedte After I became Supreme Commander, I only knew those 
accidentally when I was at the headquarters where they were as well, and when 
there was a discussion of some sorte 
Q So that it is right, isn! it, to say that you didn't know the whole 
of the group? 
A That's right, I didn't. 
Q Did those supreme commanders known to you have a mutual political 
aim and line? 
A I can't answer that as far as the Arny and Air F 
As far as the wartime Navy is concerned, the answer is no, 
soldiers and I was interested in sceing what a man could 
his personality was, and I didn't in any way concern iy 


line of thought, at least, unless it affected his performance as a 
D 3 bd t 


I want to quote an examplee Iy closest ecoperator, who, beginning 


in 1934 and right to the end until 1945 was aly Nays wi ith me as as my adjutant 
and later as chief of staff, was very critical of National Socialism, to say 
the leaste However, despite this critical attitude, neithcr the official 
work during that long period nor my personal attitude towards him changed in 
any waye 

Q May I inquire what was the nane of this hief of 
you have just referred. 

A Admiral Gote 

Q Do you know of any of the remarks made by Hitler regarding the 
attitude of the generals of the Army, The question merely refers to those 


who belong to the indicted groupe 
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A Naturally, considering the military situation I did hear an 
m 


occasional remark regarding an army commander, but I can't say today why it 
was made or what it wase 

Q You were quite often present during discussions in the Fuehrer 
Headquarters, Did it become clear to you on such occasions that supreme 
commanders were stating different views before the Fuehrer? 

A Yes, that happened indecde 

Q Can you remember any certain definite example? 

44 I remember, for instance, that in connection with the question of 
the northern sector in the East, the army commander concerned with that 
part of the front had a different opinion than the Fuehrer, and I remember 
that there wes m argument about thate 

Q Was that commander successful with his objections? 

A I think partly yes, but I would like you to ask an army officer 
about that because the connections weren't authentically known to me in detail 

Q Did the high military leaders of the wartime Navy have anything 
to do with the Special Action groups of the SD, the Einsatzgroups? 

A The wartime Navy? Noe As far as the Army is concerned, I want 
to say I don't believe so and I assume they didn't, but please don't ask 
me about anything but the Navy; 

CSe That, of course, was what I was asking you aboute And now, 
some questions about leaders in the Navye Did the supreme leaders of Navy 
group commandos have territorial authorities? 

A Noe There was the famous KG-0, that is War Command 0, and the 

Navy had no territorial powers ashoree Its task was that when they were ashc 
they had to see to the defense of the coast under the command of the Army, anc 
that was divided in sectorse They were commanded by the divisions stationed 
in that particular sector, and apart from that they were dealing with the 
naval warfare before that coaste 

So that supreme commanders of the Navy were troop commanders? 

YoSe 

Did these Navy commanders have any influence on the formulation 


of orders regarding submarine warfare? 
9300 
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none whatevere 
they influence decisions regarding ships which were to be sunk? 
not at alle 
And did they influence the orders regarding the treatment of rescued 
personnel, 


L 7 
- e Noe 


‘*. Now the, the group also contains the Chief of the Naval Operation: 
Staff. ‘that e tasks of the he Naval Operational Staff 
He was in the supreme commande He had 
purely military tactical and operational matters of the wartime Navy. 
“, Did the c the SKL have powers to 
Noe 
“, So that his position was similar to that of the Chief of the 
Staff of the Air Force or the Army? 
I beg your pardon, but first of a I will have to put you right about 


the whole conception. I presume tho > Chief 


mean the Chief of Staff. 


fare Commend 
tion about which you are making ingu 
Naval Warfare Command, whereas whor 
the name of the Chicf of Staff of 
of Naval Werfare Yommand, but 
command she Supreme Commander of the 
as there an Admiralty 
Ae No, that didn't existe 
necessary assistant lenders, 
served on the staff and then 
fnd now I shall ask one last question, The 
this courtroom that the supreme military lead 
corruption by accepting donations, giftse Did vou receive 


kind, any gift? 
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Ae Apart from the salary to which I was entitled, I didn't receive a 
penny; no presents, no donation, nothinge And the same applies to all the 
officers of the Navye 

DR. LATERNSER: Thank you very muche I have no further questions. 

BY DR. NELTE (Counsel for defendant Keitel): 

Qe Witness, you were present when the witness Gisevius was being examined 
heree That witngss, without giving concrete facts, passed judgment on various 
matters and made the following statement, "Keitel had one of the most 
influential positions in the Third Reich," and then, sometime lnter, he said, 
"I have received very detailed information regarding the tremendous influence 
which Keitel had on everything relating to the Army, and alse how he represent- 
ed the A. my before the German pcople." 

Will you, who must be able to judge these mtters, tell me whether that 
judgment, that opinion, regarding the position of Defendant Ficld Marshal 
Keitel is correct. 

I consider it a great cxaggeeration. I think that Field Marshal Keitel 
position has been so explicitly described here that it ought to be clear by 
now, and that these big words which he used are not correcte 

I gather from that that the description of the position and 
functions as given by Marshal Goering and Field Marshal Keitel can be con- 
firmed by you? 

4. Yes, it is perfectly correcte ‘shen the witness Gisevius judged these 
matters, he wasn't relying on his own direct knowledge, but was relying on 
information which he had received from Admiral Cenaris. 

Did you know Admiral Canaris? 


I knew Admiral Canaris from the time when he was still a member of 


Later on, when he became the Chicf of Yoreien Intelligence in the OKW, 
did you not have contact with him, and did you not have discussions with him? 
Did he not come to see you in his capacity as Chief of Comter-Intolligence? 
A. After I had jist becomo Supreme Commander of tho Navy, hoe visited me 
3 


and he made a statement, a lecture in fact, regarding news which he thought 
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he ought to place at the disposal of the 


to me, of course. 


that was his last report to mee Following that, 


I received from him or 


and that informatio esting to the Navy. 


y 
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Q Is it right for mo to say, or is it truc, that the position of Admi- 
ral Canaris as the Chief of the Countor InteLligence Department; that is, the 
espionage section, sabotage department and intelligence, was of groat importance 


for the cntire conduct of the war? 


His position? 
r 


Q Ho was the chief of that department, wasn't ho?? 

A Yos, and of course ho worked for t armed forecs, 211 three 
branches, and I must say in that connection that, as you are asking mo about thi 
importance of the work, I am of the opi: 1 or was of the opinion that that ins 
formation, interesting to the Navy, was ve very lean, very meas 

Q ji Can ver complain before you about the fact that Ficldmarsha 
itel; that is to say, the OKTI wore in any way impodinc his works 
ay, iriformation anc his reports couldn't be taken to anybody? 
Ho has never done that and, of course, he could only havo 
ring that first report but he didn't, 
Q With refcrence to Canaris, I should like 
anything about his charactor and his crodibdi 
ə Do you consider him reliable? 
Canaris, durin; the time when he was serving in tho Navy, 


an officer who @idn't find a lot of 


when he was in tho navy. 
miral Canaris was in the navy, The only rclovance would be his charac 


ee 3 3 
wards when ho was head 


that he 
1 think that a 


could have changed 
TSLTE: 
But, nevertheless, thank you vory nuch for 


AE tae Uy Were een 5 va e 
a ollowing ques ULON o 


aake reports on political 
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A The officer of the armed forces in question--say the Navy, 
for instance, would be commanded, would be attached to the OKW for a 
certain job. That would mean that he would be taken off the strength of 
the navy and attached to the OKS. It was quite natural that in the case 
ef a cifferent employment of that officer in the OKW, the armed forces 
section to which he belonged would have had to be heard, 

Q Isn't it correct to say that these officers were still on the 
list of their own unit, since the OKW.wasn't an actual military unit or 
proper formations in other wrds, that if there were promotions, for in- 
stance, you would promote those people who originated from the Navy-- 
assuming, for instance, that Canaris was to be transferred, you, as the 
chief of the navy, would have to order such a transfer, of course, upon 
agreement or by suggestion of the Oke I an merely concerned with the 
question of the actual orders, channel of orders? 

A- These officers were attached to the OKW and, as far as I can 
recollect, they were still on the nominal roll of the navy and they were 
headed "Detached from the navy, attached to the OKW." 

ę But they didn't leave the navy, did they? 

A Promotion for such officers, if I am remembering rightly, was, 
I think, done by the personnel office of the navy in agreement with the 
OKW, and I also think that any such attachment could not be carried out 
without agreement of the unit, of the officer, 

Q Witness Gisevius has stated that certain men, and amongst them 
was Fieldmarshal Keitel for the military sector, had formed a close ring 
cf silence around Hitler so that nobody could approach Hitler, whom they 
didn't want to let through. My question to you is this: Did Field} 
marshal Keitel have the possibility, for instance, as far as you as 
Supreme commander of the navy were concerned, to keep you away from the 
Fuehrer if you wanted to see him? 

A No 

Q Did Fieldmarshal Keitel have the possibility to keep the 
supreme commander of the air force away if he wanted to report to the 


Fuehrer? 
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A No. 

Q What was the position regarding the supreme commander of 
the army? 

A I didn't experience that. When I was supreme commander of 
the navy, there wasn't such a position. 

Q Regarding the equality of rank, I want to ask you, what was 
the situation regarding the Chief of the General Staff of the Army e 
Could he at any time get to the Fuehrer and get past Fieldmarshal Keitel 
to talk to Hitler? 

A The possibility of keeping anyone away did not exist with 
Fieldmarshal Keitel and he wouldn't have done a thing like that anyway. 

Q Upon being cross-examined by the prosecution, witness Gisevius 
stated in this courtroom that his group was reporting to Keitel through 
Canaris; that they were submitting reports which were dealing with 


crimes against humanity, which has been mentioned by the prosecution 


heree These reports, he said, had been camouflaged as "foreign reports" 


and presumably you krow the type of reports I am referring toe My 
question to you is this: Did you at any time see such camouflaged 
information in reports from Canaris¢ was it ever put before you or sent 
to you? 

A NOg never. 

Q In accordance with your knowledge of Keitel's personality, do 
you consider it possible that an important report, which was submitted 
to him, could have been kept away from the Fuehrer by him? 

A I consider that absolutely out of the question, 

THE PRESIDENT: I dontt think that is a proper question for you to 
put, 

DRe NELTE: That finishes this part of my question in any case and 
I have yet one more group of questions which can be dealt with very 
quickly, Mre Fresident, on the 26th of March, you had given me permisse 
ion in writing, that I may submit an affidavit from Grand Admiral Doenits, 
which deals with the functions and the position of the Chief of the OK. 
That affidavit was submitted to the prosecution on the 13th of April 
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and I understand that there are objections being raised by the prosecut- 
ion. I have, however, not yet recetved the Original back, after I had 
submitted them on the 13th of April, and I:don't know whether it has 
in the meantime been handed to the Tribunal by the prosecution, 

THE PRESIDENT: I donit know anything about the affidavit that 


you are dealing with, 


iQ 
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NELTE: I should, therefore, now be forced to put these guestions to 
Admiral Doenitz, which, nevertheless, in their majority are dealime with the 
questions which I have already put to the defendant, 
RESIDENT: Do the Prosccution object to the affidavit at all? 
NELTE; No, they didn't raise any objections. Therefore, if the Pro- 
would be good enough to return it to me, I should submit it to the 
as an exhibit, without reading it. 
RESIDENT? Very well. 
NELTE: Thank you very muche 
Y DRe DIX (Counsol for defendant Schacht): 
you have stated that the SD and the 
hole place, did not hove executive powers regarding 
in particular, that they couldn't arrest members of the armed forces, 


understand you correctly? 


ficers which were suspected of 
20th of July had all, or at least most of 
s of the SD; and that the dep-rtmont of the 
under the c: 
they remained under +t jurisdiction of the SD in these 
that there wis no jurisdiction of anv military departments? 


onswe r no, I didn't know that, beenuse after th: 20th of July, 


can remember it, there was a specific orde stating that the SD, as 
armed forces were concerned, would have to name those soldiers which 
participated in that revolt; and that those soldiers were then to be 
moved, to be dismissed from the armed forces, particularly because there was 
principle of interference with the irmed forces which was not to be ine 
So that this meant that afterwards the SD would have jurisdiction. 
Qe That order omme out, yes, but perhaps we can get nearer to the point 
when you answer further questions which I want to put to youe 


“o you know, Witness, that the interrogations, in particular of thosc 


ple arrested on the 20th of July, were exclusively ecarricd out by officials 


9309. 





01 


he SD or the Gestapo, respectively, and not by the officers of the armed 
military justice? 
I can only pass judgment regarding the two cases which occurred in my 
Navye I received information that those two officers had participated. I had 
questions put to them, and they confirmed it. Subsequently, these officers 
were dismissed from the Navy. The interrogation, of course, was then not 
carried out by the Navy, but I know that my Navy judges were still taking care 
of the officers and the interrogation. 


dismissed these mon? 


That is youe 
Yes. 
and, do you know, Witness, that in the se of the investigation 


regarding the 20th of July a committco was set up consisting of senorals, 


which was headed Ficldmarshal Rundstedt? 


question, 


the statement 
decree which you hac stated 
THE PR'SIDENT: Dr. Dix, you arc bound by his answer. He sn: 
anything about ite You can't then put to him what you say happened. 
anything about it, you must accept his 
I intended was to put to him that the order to whi 
reforred earlier, and which, in fact, exists, and which does say 
someone is to be dismissed from the Army 

is to be surrendered to the civil authorities, that this order is 
connected with this committee, tho president of which was General Fieldmarshal 


von Rundstedt; and that they had to decide whether the officer in question 
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would have to be dismissed as not coming under military justice any more but 
under the People's Court. It ig a question which, therefore, refers ==- 
the witness to say he didn't know anything 


about it. I think you are bound by that answer. 


PR™SIDENT: ‘tho are you offering these questions for? You are counsel 
icfendant Schacht. 
The questions of my collearue for Keitel were nut regarding the 
ercdibility of witness Gosivius.e Schacht's defense rests on tho credibility 
rery interested in it. I was puttine these three 
Gesivius' credibility. That is, of course, for Schacht. 
something, ples 


THE PPA THOTT 
J pan 


MESIDENT: Very well. 


, a 
i 


ne question to which your Lordship is 
because I expected the possibility that the answe f the witness might 
been based on a mistake, namely, that the general instructions which he 
according to which the soldie ion would first of all 
Cisnissed before th: > hold of him, that he was mixing 
order up with the decree stating that Rundsted committee would have to 
tecide whether the officer in question was t! > Qismi A from the armed forces 
would then come before the I ple not the sS! rhe was only 
narrying out the investira ion ut the People ila then take hold of 


Mth PRE OTH”, 


stat IN LS 
Vell, then, Grand admiral, I think you ha 
you want me to repent it? 
I can't tell you any more than I already have done. 
DRe SERVATIUS: Dr, Servatius, counsel for Sauckel. 
BY DR. SERVATIUS: 
Qe Witness, as the CYmmander of submarines, you did have some official 
contact with Sauckel, didn't you? 
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Ae No, it wasn't official contact; it was private. 

Uhat was the cause? 

Ae 4 submarine which was to go into the Atlantic for eight weeks had 
reportec to me that it had been found after it had left port that Gauleiter 
Sauckel had crept aboard. I immediately sent a wireless messare giving the 
order for the submarine to turn about, and that he was to be put upon the 
first steamer. 

Q “hat was Snuckel's motive? 

No doubt a belligerente He wanted to g^a to sea arain. 

“e But then he was Gauleiter, Didn't he have particularly special 
reasons for which he wanted to show that he was ready to firht in war; 
that he dicn't want to sit behind the front? 

It surprised me that he could afford that : a Gauleiter, that is to 
go to sea, but, at any rate, I believed that this wa a man who hac his heart 
in the right spot. 

Q believe that they were imealistic motives? 

most certainly, yese Nothing much could be got out of travelling 
on a submarines 

DR. SERVATIUS: I have no further questions. 

Dre Steinbauer, counsel for Seyss-Inquart: 
BY DR. STEINBAUER: 

{e Grand Admiral, do you remember that in your capacity ss the head of the 
State on the Ist of May 1945, you ordered the commissioner for the occupied 
territories to come t Flensburg to report to you? 

Yose 

Do you also remember that on that occasi 
the order originally sent to the commandor in the Netherlands regarding which a? 
locks should be blown up in the event of an attack, order should be 
cancelled; and that he also asked that the order should be given that the 
detonation point should be discharged? 
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Ae Yes, he did do thate It was in accordance with my own principles, 


because when I had become head of the State I had piver the order that all 


Qestruction == and that included occupied territories as, for instance 
n ? > 


Czechoslovakia ==- should ceaso forthwith. 
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Q At the end of his report, did he ask you for permission to return 
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to his station in the Netherlands instead of remaining in Germany? 

A Yes, he did so repeatedlye He tried to get back, but the travel 
Situation was difficult, and he could not be taken back by "E" boat quickly 
to the Netherlands. 

DR. STEINBAUER: Thank you very much. 

BY SIR DAVID MAXWELL-FYFE: 

Q Defendant, I want you first of all to answer some questions on 
your record aftcr becoming commander in chicf of the navy on the 30th of 
Jmuary, 193. As commander in chief of the navy you had the equivalent rank 
of a minister of the Reich; is that not so? 

4 Yes, that is correcte 

Q You had also the right to participate in mectings of the Reich 


cabinct, had any such meetings taken place? 


À I was authorized to participate if my participation in such a meetin 


was ordered by the Fuchrere That is the way it was worded. In that 
connection I must say that no mecting of any kind between the Reich Government 
and me at the time I was supreme commander, in 1943, took place at alle That 
is to say,this participation by order of the Fuchrer did in no way take place, 

Q From the time that you became commander in chief of the navy, the 
government of the Reich was in a senso carried from Hitler's headquarters} 
isn't that so? 
A That is correcte 

Q It was a military dictatorship in which the dictatorship saw those 
people that he wanted at his military headquarters; that is right, is it not? 

4 You cannot say "military dictatorshipe"™ It was not a dictatorship 
at alle There was a military sector and a civilian sector, and the Fuehrer 
had both components in his hand, united. 

Q I scee I will take the le part of your answer, and we will 
not argue about the first. 

Now, you saw him on 119 days in just over two years; do you agree 
with that? 


A Yese But in that connection, it must be stated that beginning 
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30th of January 1943 =- that is to say, when I was supreme commander 


navy =-=- and until the end of January, 191" == that is to say approxi- 


mately two years =-= the number was, I think, 576 The 


out of the fact that at the last months of the war I was preparing 


bricfing, which took place a 1e Forst Strcct in Berlin. 

Q I want to ask you about certain of these. At a number 
meetings, the defendant Speer was present, was he not? 

A I cannot remember that he was present in person during thos 
briefings e Actually Minister Speer as a civilian hod 
military situation. But it is possible that he 
when production questions were conccrnede But those we 
directly connected with military considerntions of the Fuehrere 

Q That was cxactly what 
when tie Defendant Speer were 
of supply; that is , supply 
the navye 

Supply questions of the Na 
with these military situation 
Fuehrer alone, as I saide I 
in the presence of Jodl and 
there after I had previously clar 
When I became supreme com 
armanent question of the navy 
servicc, you would have 
about priorities me allocation of ~aterials and labor. Yo 
to now Labor was going to be allocated during the next period 
I tried to bring it about 
Speer would be given the order that as many U-boats 
built with the modern improvements I was putti ng in 


was trying to draw the line where the distribution 


unfortunate as far was conccrncd,e 


Or 
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Q And, therefore, you would be very interested in discovering the 
figure of manpower for labor for naval supplies, and for the other supplies, 
to see that you were getting your fair share, would you not? 

A I an most awfully sorry, but I cannot give you an answer to thate 
I never knew it, and I do not know it todays; that is to say, how many workers 
Specr was using for the armament supply to the navy. And I do not even know 
whether Minister Speer can give you the answer, because construction of 
submarincs, for instance, was taking place all over the German Reich and was 
being carricd out by industry. Parts were asseribled in the shipyards, and 

> not know what the capacity of output for the navy was. 

Q Do you remenber describing Specr as the man who holds the productio? 

of Eurcpe in his hand? That was on the 17t of December, 1943. I shall put 


the document to you in a little timee But do you remember describing hin as 


I know that quite welle 
Q ind don't you knew quite well also that Speer was getting his 
labor from foreign labor brought into the Reich? 
I knew, of courso, that foreign workers were in Germany, just as 
a matter of course, that I as supreme commander of the navy, would 
other about finding out how these workers were recruited. That was 
none of my business. 
Q Didn't Gauleiter Sauckel tell you on the occasion of this trip 
that he had got 5,000,000 foreign workers into the Reich, of whom only 200,000 
had come voluntarily? 
+s I did not have a single conflict with Gauleiter Sauckele I did 
not talk about questions referring to workers with a single person in this 
worlde 
Now, defendant, you were head of a service department in the fifth 
years of the war. Wasntt Gormany, like every other country, 
Searching around to scrape the bottom of the barrel for labor for all its 
requirements? Woren't you in urgent need of labor, like every other country 


in the war? 
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A I should think yese T think wo needed wo 
Q Are you telling the 
conferences with Hitler and with Specr that you were 


During the 


rkers was never 


was interes ing 


for mes that is to 


constructed, what was the capacit 


Q You tell the Tribunal Vou 


thinking 
the 

That tonnage 
Kaufmann's, the Reichskomnmiss: 


military transport fro 


trm sport could be 


Let us take anothe 


the Defendant Keitel was als 
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same number, the defendant Jodle 


A I am sorry; I did not understand the artce 


Q Iwill give it againe it 29 of these nectings between January, 


1943, and April, 1945, the defendant Keitel was present, and at 


about the 


Same number, the defendant Jodl. Wy is it right that you discussed or 


listened to the discussion in their presence of the gencral strategical 


of 


position? 
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4& May I saythat the wrd meetin= doesn't quite describo the matter. 

Q Well now, y-u choose the word; y.u give us the word. 

A Very well. as I described it, there were large-scale military reports 
and briefings, and cf course I listencsd in; I listened whenthe situation cf the 
navy was referred to. That I explained before, 

Q I just want to get it quite clear that over these two years you had 
everyopportunity of using and appreciating the military strategical p sition; 
that is so, isn't it? 

A Yes. 

Q Well now, on twenty of these cecasicns the defendant G ering was 
present, The defendant Goering has put himself forward in two capacities; as 
ce mmander in chief of the Luftwaffe ani as a Plitician. What was he ding on 


these twenty cecasi-ns? 


4 Reichsmarshal Gcering was there as Supreme commander cf the air forces 


when the military situaticn was disevs-cd. 

Q And so from the defendant Goering you would have a full knowledge and 
apporeciaticn of the air situation and the Ppesition cf the Luftwaffe during this 
pericd? 


A As far as it was p ssible, considering my cnly cecasi-~ nal participaticn 
during these briefings whore only excerpts were being given and never a general 
picture being drawn. That is as far as I can make up my mind, and that was the 
reason whyl never concerned myself with the military matters outside of the Navy. 
I can onlymake up my mind in part. 

Q Let me ask you just one further question on this point. Fcllewing up 
what Dr. Laternser asked, on the 29th cf June of 1944, apart from Keitel and 
Jodl and Goering, these Gefendants, Mershal von Runstedt and Marshal Rommel vere 
also present; and may I remind you that that was three we -ks after the allies 
had invaded in the West. You were bei..g given the -pportunity, wore you net, 
of getting the appreciation of the strategical position after the allied invasion 
of Normandy: isn't that s27? 

& Yos, I certainly had an impression regarding the situation i. Normandy. 
right after the opponents had set foct on shore. I was in a position to report 
tc the Fuehrer which of my small vessels ec uld be used to attack in that sector. 

Q Now, let ne change to another aspect of the g-vernment in general. 


On a number of oecasicns the Reich Fuehrer SS Himmler was present at these 
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ecnferences =- shall I call them -- isn't that so? 

A Yes. The Reich Fushrer fT Himmler was there, anc as far as I 
remember that happened once or twice. Then he was there because of his Waffe 
SS. 

Q You may take it from me thet he is shown as being there on at least 
seven occasions, and that Fegelein, who wes his representative at the 
Fuehrer's headquarters, is shown as being present cn five cecasin-ns, What 
ià Himmler discuss ab ut the Waffen SS, the doings ^f the T tenkopf 


division? 


A That can't be right. Fogoloin was always present during these 


briefings, always permanently, because he was a member OS aff, and he 
was a permanent representative, If the Reich Fuehrer was present during 
these discussicns, he only rep rted on the Waffen SS, and only with 
reference to those divisions of the Weffen SS which were being used 
somewhers under the Arm Just how these individual divisions were being 
Called is something I don't cncws; J don't think they were called the 
Totenkopf or Death Head Division, 

Q, That was because they were being largely occupied in concentration 
Camps, and you say that Himmler never menticned that? 

A That Death Head divisions were used in concentration Camps is 
something I learned herein Nurnberg, but it wasn't mentioned there in the 
discussions. I have already said that uring the military discussions only 


military matters were beine discussed, 
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Q Now, the Cefencant Kaltenbrunner is only reported as being present 


once, on the 26th of February, 1945, when there was quite a considerable 
gathering of SS notabilitics. What were you Ciscussing with him then? 

It is not correct that Krltenbrunner was there only once, AS 
far as I remember, he wos there two, three, or four tines; at any rate, 
Curing the last month of the wer, I saw hin two, three, or four tines curing 
the briefing. However ,. Kaltonbrunner never szid a word, so fər as I 
rauembur, he just listened, 

Q What I want you to tell +e Tribunal is; What was the subject o 
conversation when you had not only the defendant Kaltenbrunner there, but 
you hac the SS Obersruppenfuchrer Steiner, your own Captain in attencance, 
anc Licutenant-General Wintur. What were these gentlemen there for, and 
whet were you hearins from them? 

is that captrin and who is the 

Q Captain von Assmann; 
on you, though I may have been wrong Capt: 
there was Lieutenant-Guncral Vintr, SS Oberzruppenfuchrer Steincr, 

rer Kaltcunbrunner. 
What were you diseussin: o Sth of February 194.5? 
ell you on that point. irst of all, 
present during all these mectings. 

Just a moment. You can tell us something afterwards, but first of 
all listen to ny question. What woe you Ciscussing with these people from 
the SS on the 26th of February, 1945? 

A I can't remember that now. I co remembur, howevur, that Steiner 
reccivec the ordur that the Army Group in Pommerania should be making the 
putsch to the North, and that they should be relieved from Berlin. I think 
Steiner was present when this question was Qiscussed, but it did not concern 
mec, 

Now I just want you to think, before. I leave this point. 

You have agreed with me that at a number of meetings, a large number, 
there were prusent Keitel ang Jocl, at not quite so many Gocring, whe would 


give you the army and air Situation in Germany; there was present the 
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defendant: Speer, who would give you the production pro ram; there was 
present Himmler, or his representative Ferele in, who woulc give you the 
Security position; and you yourself were present, who would give the 
naval position, At all meetings there was present the Fuchrer, who would 
take the decisions 
I put it to you, defendant, that you were taking as full a part in the 
government of Germany curing these years as anyone, apart from Adolf Hitler 
hinsclf, 
In my opinion that description is not correct, During these 
briefings neither Speer nor anybouy else suppliec a complete survey of 
their sphere of activities. On the contrary, only the acute questions 
the day were being discussed. The last t 24 hours wore discussed, and what 
should be done, 
You say that there was a committee which could submit a general picture, 
That was quite out of the question; that is nut at all how it was. The 
only one who had a complete picture of the situation was the Fuchrer, 
fings the period of the last 24 hours, I 
3 discussed, and the measures which were 


That is the fact. 


‘9 Fou cannot’ say that any one of the participants hac a general 


picture, Every one of than veriy unders for which 
was responsible, but a total picture in the mind of any of the participants 
is out of the question. You can't say that, because only the Fuchrer had 
that, 

won't argue with you but I suppose, defendant, that you 

heard from so many other defendants =- that you knew 

you Knew nothing about the 
extauiination of the Jews, and you knew nothing about any of the bad 
conditions in concentration camps. ppos vu are going to tell us you 
knew nothing about them at all, are you? 
That is natural, after it has been heard here how all these things 

were kept secret, and when one has become aware of the fact that everyone in 
the wer was pursuing his own tasks with the maximun of energy. 
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I will give you an cxanple. The concitions in concentration camps -- 
Q I just want your answer ior the moment, and you have given it to me 


I want you to come to a point which was well within your own knowledge, 
and that is the order for the shocting of commandos, which was issued by the 
Fuchrer on the 18th of October, 1942. You have told us that you got it when 
you were Flag Officer, U-boats. Now, co you remember the document by which 
the naval warfare staff distributed it? Do you remember that it said this? 

"This orcer must not be distributed in writing by flotilla leaders, 
section commanders, or officers of this rank, After vabal distribution 
to suborcinate sections, the above authorities must have this order cver to 
the next highest authority, or next highest section which is responsible for 
its confiscation anc destruction." 

Do you renember that? 

À Yes, I read that again wien I saw the order here, But, on the 
other hand, it-also says in that order that the measure had already been 


3 


communicated to the armed forces partment. 


Q What I want to know from you 


secrecy about this order in the naval d 

id not understand that question. con't know whether 
tremendous secrecy was being observed at all. I amo he opinion that in 
1942 all naval departments haq been informed about it; that is, those which 
were informed. 


of October, ten days after the order was 


Let me put it this way: 
of secrecy? 
I don't know. didn't make up the distribution chart. I just 
received it when I was at the froni, and I don't know how it wes made up. 
Q Within three months you were Commander-in-Chicf of the Navy. Did 
you never make any inquiries then? 
Please? 
Did you never make any inquiries? 


No, I did not, I have tcl you that I’saw the order when I was 
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Flag Officer, U-b ats, and that as far as my sphere of influence was 
concerned the order was not affecting me in the least, 

Secondly, these people captured during naval battles were excepted; 
So, as far as that goes, there was no actual effectivencss so far as that 
orcer was concerned, 

In my own case, considering the enormous number of things that I haa 
to doal with when I became Supreme Commander of the Navy, it was quite 
natural that it did not occur to me that I should take up the matter of that 


order, I didn't think of the order at all. 
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Q Ian go ng to put to you when the time comes a memorandum from 
the Naval Staff showing that wos put before youe Don't you remember that? 

A I think that a note of the f iles was put before mo. 

Q What I want to ask you before the Tribunal adjourns is; Did you 
approve of this order or dia you not? 

dà I have already told youe 

Q No, you haven't, I want you to toll the Tribunal now, and you 
can answer it cither "I approved or "T did not approvee" Did you or did 
you not approve of this order to your Comnanders? 

à I did not agree to that order aftcr I learned that the basis was 
not somde 

Q Did you agree with it vhon you were commander in Chief cf the 

eyman Navy at the beginning of 1943? Did you approve of it then? 

4, As Supreme Commander of the Navy, as I explained to you, I co 
ered the order a reprisal order and it was not up to me now to sbart investi- 
gating or justifying this order, to tako it up with the department who issued 

rdcr to find out whether the basis wes correct or note And it is quite 
clear from the order that the order was based cn the nviction == murdering 
of prisoners was mentioned and it was stated that we would cven have to take 
reprisalse 

Whether these reprisals were necessary or whether they were fully 


justified by the conditi ns, that is something I do not know, 
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this is the last questione I want you to try and answer it with 
a straight answor if you cane At the beginning of 1943 did you or did you 
not approve of this ordor? 

å I camot give you an answer because at the beginning of 1943 I did 
notthink of the order, I was not eonfr nting myself with ite So I camot say 
how that order affected me at that particular timee I enn nly tell you how 
it affected me when I received it as Commander of Submarines; and I can also 
tell you today that I dislike the order, now that I learn that the basis 
which it was put was not sound. And I further tell you that I personally would 
not tolerate any type of reprisals during naval warfare actions, and I refuse 
any proposals of that kind. 


Q I will ask you some more questions tomorrow, as the time has come 


(The Tribunal adjourned until May 10, 196 at 1000 hours ) 





